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Dr. HENRY MORE, 
IN HIS. 


Pretended ANnTlipoTE 
| AGAINST 


IDOLATRY| 


Shewing 


| That no prudent Perſon can, upon 

Wl any Rational Ground, be deterr'd from 
|  Rerurning to the Ee of. - | | 
St. Peter's Chair, by any of the *., - 
Doors beſt ant] ſtrongeſt Evi= | % 
dences to the contrary. _l 
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| Adver uſemenc. 


T He Reader may pleale 

to take notice;that what 
| 15 here preſented, was written 
about two Years ſince,with- 
out any thought or intention | 
as then, for the Preſs ; only at- 
the tequeſt, & for the ſatisfa- 

J con of ſome worthy friends, 

| But now, whereas, beſides. | 
Dr. Moi, Dr. Stillingfleet 
ne 6oh0ik A b hath { 


"Mn Advertiſement. * J 
hath thought i not below his || | 
Name and Abilities to' del; | 
cend to the like foul and in- fl 
| jurious calumunies, in his late 

Book Concerning the Idolatry 
prattiſed in the Church of 
"Kome ; the preſent juncture, 
and concern'of the affair ,may 
ſeem to render. diſcourſes of | 
this-nature, no leſs neceſſary, 
than ſeaſonable, for the unde- 
ceiving of the many. untor= 
'tunately - miſguided. Souls, 
whoſe Leaders (to ſpeak fa- 
vourablyſeem not tounder- 
- Nand, what themſelves Ob- 
log This: ts becauſe I 


know 


Ms Advertiſement. 


kirow..no othet more civil 


conſtruction, or irideed poſlj- 
ble vindication (ſuch asit is) 
of their many failings. © As 
for Dr. Stillingfl et T [hal not 
foreſtall the intentions of bet= 
ter and abler Penns, ſo much 
as to ſtep aſide to any partt- _ 
cular digreſſion againſt him, 

Nor indeed do 1 meet with 
any thing conſiderable in 


him;relanng to this Subject, 


which may not eaſily be an" 
ſwered our of this reply to 


Dr. More; both of them joy= 4 


ning in a itke treble charge of» + 
Idojairy againſt the Adora-/. 
tion. 


tion of the Euchariſt, Invos 
cation of Saints, and the due 
honor and veneration of J- 
mages. | 
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Many Catunnits of 

Dr. HEN RY MORE, 
IN HIS 


Pretended ANnTtioDort E 
AGAINST 


[16> OLATRYE 


S hewing 


That no prudent Perſon can, upon 
any Rational Ground, be deterr'd front 
Returnins to the Communion of 
St. Peter's Chair, by any of the 


Doors beſt and ſtrongeſt Evie 
_dehicesto the contrary. 


Otor Henry More is a Perfori 3 _ 
]) whoſe Learning and Parts have 4 
brought Him ne 2 Name, @- 

moneg(t the Pcofeflors of the rehtned Ats 


B | ine. 


WS. Y 


6 | FI e 
- FOE \ 
4 "_ D _ pp 
- . 
® —_ 
a. Ls F 
”% 


Ke (8) 

and Sciences. Fame ſpeaks Him a great 
Philoſopher. And his publick works are 
faid to avouch no leſs. Nay, ſome have 
paſſed ſo far in favour of his CharaQtery 
as to term him, The great Reſtorer of the 
Platenitk Cabbala. And truly it this be fo, 
T conceive the Gentleman had done him- 
{elf a great deal of right, if he had till 
kept ro his own Elements for as much as 
his late unJucky engaging in Controver- 
fial Diſputes, cannot but prove a blot ts 
his former undertakings : for the learned 
World muſt needs acknowlzdg that Dr, 
More the Controvertiſt, is much degene- 
rated from Dr. More the Philoſopher 
He hath lately fer forth an Expoſition c 
the Seven Epiſtles, to the Seven Churches 
of Aſia. The whole Piece is of a pure 
Romantick ſtrain, wherein the Author 
fancy being broken looſe from the com- 

mand of Reaſon, and leaping over al 
boundaries of Church-Authority , and 

the Faith of his Anceſtors , runs on at 

Elevenſcore, as it he were upon a warm 

ſent, giving chafe to ſome of his Platos 
nick ideas: To this he has adjoyned, 

pretended Antidore againſt aw 
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Application to the Council of Trent,ahd ® 
for the putting a ſtop (as he phraſes it) ro © 
the Romiſh infettion. His moſt formidable 
Weapon is that harſh and unmanly Rhe- 
torick,called railing. His phraſe is rough, 

and clogged with much dirt, which he 
throwes too bountiſully upon Perſons; 
which never deſerved it at his hands, His 
ObjeRious are bold, uncivil, irreligiouss 

hot Without a dcep tinEure of Geneva, 
And thetefore were it not, that the Opi- 
nion of his ſuppoſed abilittes, may caſt a 
favourable refletion, upon all that iflues * 
from his brain, and gain credit to his An- 
tidote, amoneſt his vulgar Zealots, to the 
irreparable dammage ot their Souls, his 
work might have lain negleRted, as with- 
out a Reader; fo without an Adverlary, 
But in regard the Door has prefixed his 
Name to the Book as Author, and that 
you Name is a great Argument with 
omc4to evince the truth of the contents; . 
and. that no Doctrine is ſo abſurd, bne” 
may ſpread under the profefled Patronage- 
of a fam'd Divine therefore ſome things 
muſt be {aid by way of Rejoynder to the 
Antidote, left ſome unwary Readers fee- 
; B 2 og 
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ing the Door ſo full gorg'd againſt P6-: 
pijb Idolatry, and repeating his inveives: 


almoſt in every Page with endleſs tauto- 
logies, ſhould tamely ſuffer themſelves 
to be born down. the ftream with big 
words, and think all is Goſpel and well- 
grounded, that falls with ſo much noiſe 
and confidence from the month of a Do- 
Qor. And indeed I am already informed, 
that ſome well-meaning Proteſtants, who 
have a great kindneſs for the Author, and 
no leſs a value for the Work, have call'd 
for an Anſwer to it, with a kind of inſult- 
ing accent,as conceiving that no ſuch An+ 
{wer.could be given, They (poor Souls) 
thinking, that ſarcly the Doctor would 
never have been ſo poſitive in his aſſerti- 
ons, if the ſtrength of his evidences were 
- not ſuch, as might bear all the, ſtreſs he 
lays upon them. Wherefore feeing the 
concern of Souls is at ſtake, whom he 


ſeeks by a pernicious wile to ſeduce,vent- 


Ing Poyſon guilded over with the ſpecious 
title' of an Antidote ; the deſign of theſe 
few Pages is,to ſumme up bricfly the Do- 
- Qtors Arguments, allowing to each a due 


rellexion, and to repreſent the nullity and 
| | incon+ [| 
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inconcluſiveneſs of all that is material in 
Him, as to his foul and odious charge of 
5} 1dolatry, drawn up againft his, ang, aur 
0" common Mother-Church. ;; 
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: The Firſt Section. 

0- | Contazning an Anſwer to þis F irſt 
ly Chapter. | 
10 | 

q xe ire two ways in general (ſays 
o the Door) of diſcovering what 


is, or ought to be held Idolatry amongſt 
) Chriſtians ; the one, divine declaration g 
4 be other, clear and perſpicuous realon, 
And accordingly he ſpends his firſt Cha» 
pter in explicating what 1dolatry is accord- 
ing to divine declaration : And.his ſecond 
pretends to declare, What [dolatry is 4c- 
cording to the determination of clear and free 
k reaſon. Theſe are the Titles of the two 
firſt Chapters. The firft of which, (to-the | 
- | end he might give us a Treatiſe, Girt up 
in the moit be and conviitive method that 
may be ; for fo ſpeaks his Pretace: ) he 
thought good to divide into ten ſeveral 
B 3 Cone 
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Concluſions, as Principles of his enfaing 
Diſcourfe : To each 'of which 1 ſhalt 


ame order they he, | | | 
-- The firſt Concluſion tells us, That as 
in civil Governments it is the right of the 
Supreme Power to define and declare, what 
fhall be, or be held to be treaſon, and puniſh» 
able as ſuch : ſo it s moſt manifeitly' the 
right of God Almighty, who is alſo Infinitely 
900d and wiſe, to define and declare unto his 
People, *what fhall be, or be held to be 12ola+ 
try. To this Concluſion, IT only:return 
this brief Remarks That the learned, Sis 
mile, wherin the DoRor ſpends very mas 
ny words, might well have been diſpens 
ſed with, without any offence to Logick, 
or impeachment to the Authors judg- 
ments For the Simile feems to aim at the 
* clearing -and ſerling the unqueſtionable 
Prerogative of an increated Power, upon 
the right of a meer humane Juriſdi&ion; 
. Which 1s in efte& an unskilful Piece of 
Hyſteron Proteron; making a truth of the 
Higheſt rank to truckle.under an jnfertour 
principle; which (confidefing there & ng 
power but of God, Rom. 13.) -can have " 
atadact 3 rut 


you ſingly by it ſelf 'raking them m the 
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truth in ir, but by preſuppoſing that very ® 
truth, which it pretends to i]luftrate' and 8—=* 
eſtabliſh. ; (2! 20 

His Second Concluſion would univer- 
ſally beg our belief, That what is declared 
Tdolatry by God to the Fews, ought to be ace 
knowledged 1dolatry by us Chriſtians, Firſt, 
J. Becauſe Chriſtianity being a tar more ſpi- 
he ritual Religion, than that of Judaiſme, 
Þhere cannot be the leſt relaxation to the 


| moſt rancid of all Superſtitions,Idolatry. 
| Secondly, Becauſe all kind of Idolatry be- 
ing forbidden in the Second Commande* 
ment; and the whole Decalogue being 
Moral, Chriſtians can plead no exemptt- 
on from it, any more than Fews. Now 
that the whole Decalogue is Moral, he 
'8 makes ſome needleſs attempts to prove, 
y chiefly for the Second Commandements 
fake, All which proofs, *cis caſte to take. 
off by this ſingle atiſwer. 1 ſay then, that * 
as to the Second Commandement (ſuppbr 
of {ing at preſent the firſt Table divided'into 
four Precepts) If he expound that Coms 
mandement fo, as only to prohibit the 
making and_yorſhipping of Idols, or I- 
mages of falſe Gods, I ſhall readily grant 
ahh B 4 _ 


b 


3. -. =. -- 
it to be Moral, and tricly binding, bath 
as to Fews and Chriſtians. Bur if he puts 
any other meaning upon the Text,he begs 
the. queſtion ; And he mult excuſe me, 
if I call for his further proof, not tg evi- 
dence the Morality of the Degalogye in 
general, or of this Commandement in 
particylay, but alſo as raken 1n that par-' 

.ricular ſ.nſe,which he gives it. This 1 lay; 
becauſe I conceive, the Door will nox 
ſtick to grant that one and the ſme Pre» 
cept of the Decaloz,may be(as confider- 
ed under a double reſp:&) both Moral 
and Ceremonial, Secondly, That ſome, 
both Catholick and Proteſtant Diviacs 
own no more than a Ceremonial Precept 
in the Second Commandement, if extcnd- 

ed to an Univerſal Prohibition of all I- 

- mages, and under that notion given only 
© to. the Fews, Ang to call this a Relaxa» 
tron to [dolatry amongſt Chriſtians, (as 
the Do@or does)may prove an Argument 

_ » ff his miſtake, but none to evidence the 

\ ruth of his Concluſion ; no more than 
© phegenerally allawcd uſe of ſervile watks || 
ppon Saturgay, can be called'a Relexation || 
 ÞÞ the breach of the Sabbath, Bur, be- 
an Hs caulo 
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cauſe the Door is ſo poſitive in his hi- 
therto-unproved concluſion, I have an iny 
ſtance for him to payſe upon, if he pleaſe 
t6 accept of it. Some of the learned, 
rounding themſelyes upon the firſt of 
Kings, Ch. 12. and Chrop. 2.26, ate of 
Opinion, that burning Incenſe was a Sa- 
crifice in the old Law, as nor being per- 
mitted to the Laity, but tyed only to the. 
Prieftly FunRion z and that the Hebrews 
did Sacrifice in this ſort to the Brazen 
Serpent. Now, 1 would gladly know, by 
what certain topicks the Doctor will e» 
vince, Cithcr that burning incenſe was nor 
a Sacrifice in the old Law, or that it is a 
dacrifice and Ad of Latria in the New? 
Unleſs he means to draw an Univerſal 
Conſequence from Deuteronomy to the 
Goſpel, and ſa to thruſt our Heads under 
Moſes his Girdle, and make us ſtoop to 
all the Legaliries of the Old Teſtamenty - 
The DoGor procecds to his third con- 
cluſion, That whatever w as Idolatry in the, 
Heathen, the ſame i 1dolatry inUs, if we 
commit it, 1] doubt much whether the 
Do&cor und&ftands his own Conclufiay: 
For the aſſertion, takcn es it lies in its 


hare 


fare expreſſions, ſounds like ene of tho, 
. Tdentick Poſitions, which ſurfeit of too 
much truth: as much as to ſay, We are 
guilty of Heatheniſh Tdolatry,if we com* 
mit Heathenith Idolatry : But, if the 
DoRors meaning be, that whatever ex- 
ternal a& of worſhip was Idolatry in the 
Heathen, is alſo Tdolatry in Us, if apply- 
ed by Us to any other being on this ſide 
Gods then I have a caſe to offer to his 


that ſome of Saint Paul's new Gonverts, 
whom in Chriſt Feſus he had begotten by the 
Goſpel, looking upon him as their ſpiritual 
Father,had paid him the duty of the knee, 


time, upon his knees adored the Apoſtle 
for the god Mercury, (as ſome of them 
were-ready to do, As 14.) is it the Dos 
© Kor's ſenſe, that this external a& of wor- 
ſkip; which in the Heathen would queſti- 
onleſs have been Idolatry, muſt alſo be ſo 
.#n the Chriſtian? It ſo,then his Conclu- 
fion is abundantly confuſed by the daily 
and -uncontroulable practiſe of Prote- 
tants themſelves , kneeling to their Pa- 
_— | N rents 
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ſecond and better thoughts: Suppoſe then 


humbly asking his bleſſing : And thar a | 
Heathen of Lycaonta, had at the lame I 


a. Mc. s a4 nds Ro... wh. AB. — "” 


Whence it evidently appears, thar the 
ſame kind of. external a&,which in a Hea« 
then is Idolatry, may prove duty in a 
Chriſtian. 

The fourth Concluſion, The 14olatry 
of the Pagans, ſays the DoQor, conſiſted 1m 
the, viz. in that they either took ſomething 
to be the ſupreme God,that was not, and woy- 
ſhipped it for ſuch ; or elſe woſhipped the ſus 
preme God in an Image x, or gave religious 
worſhip that is to ſay erected Altars,Temples 
and Images, offered Sacrifice, made Vows to, 
and invoked ſuch, as they themſelves knew 
not to be the ſupreme God but either the ſouls 


of Mew departed, or other demons, 'or elſe 


particular appearances of powers of nature. 
And concerning theſe demons, he adds th . 
his eighth coricluſion, That the Pagans de- 
mons exquiſitely Anſwer to the Chriſtiats 
Saints and Angels , in this point ; ſaving 
that this ſpiritual fornication is a rape upon 
pur Saints and Angels, but ſingle fornica- 
ticn in the Heathen with their impure de- 
m0ns, Thus far the modeſt Door, But 
what proofdoes he give us for all this? 
Truly he does nct ſo much as offer at wy | 


/ 


xents , God-Fathers and GodMotherg: "I 


_, tay 


' And in that, we muſt not envy him thi c 


due commendations of his diſcretion} 
For. the beſt proof, of a proofleſs aflertion 
15 ſilence. Ot all the DodFor's conclutions, 
there is none more intrinſeck and fundaz 
mental to the ſubje& now under debate 
nar.any that ought to ſpeak more,or dorh 
ſpeak lefs to the point, than this. For it is 


moſt fondly erroneous, and moſt difinge- 


nuouſly.obtruded upon the ealy credulity 


of the vulgar ; That the Pagans demons ex+ 
guiſitely anſwer to the Chriitians Saints and 


Angels, And no leſs p:ooflels and falſe 


is it, That they (the Pagans) worſhipped the 
ſupreme God in an Image. But on the con» 


trary, (inſtead of worſhipping the ſus. 


preme God in an Image,) his concluſion 
ſhould have added for another branch of 
Pagan Idolatry z That they worſhipped 

« their very Images for gods : They call'd 
tkem godsz they took them for godsy 
they ſacrificed to them as gols. And the 
ſame is to be ſaid of thoſe ſouls of Men 
departed, demons or other particular ap+ 

© Pearances,or powers of nature all which 
| Lag rook and worſhipped fot gods : For 
godsI ſay z which, this mincing —_— 
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Son ſeks moſt warily to conceal, Firſt 
then, that they called their Images, Gods, 
T(to omit other inſtances) is clear from 
Dan, 5. 4. They drank Wine, and praiſed 
the gods of gold, and of ſiver, of braſs, of 
jron, of wood, and of ſtone. Secondly,That 
they took their Images for Gods is as 


clear, Why elſe does the 

Spirit of God labour ſo 7a. 46. 
much in Holy Writ, to a- Pſal. 115; 
wake and reaſon the Gen- Habhac. 2. 
tiles our of their folly, by 

proving that their Images, or Idols were 
not gods, if they did not take them for 
ſuch > Did not the Heathen charge S. Paul, 
that he had perſwaded 'and turned away 
much People, ſaying that they 

be no 70d;, which are mage Acts 19.26, 
with hands? Theretore ſure \ ID 
an' cafie Logick may conclude they took 
them for 70ds. Docs not the learned A?- 


nobius , ( once a Heathen cf IE 
Vimerabar,inquit,s 


himſclf )bewailing his for- 7. pr þ- 
mer blindneſs in the firſt mulacia-en incudio 
of his Seven Books againſt Wy pocototies 
the Gentiles, profeſs to all Taiquam inſet vis 
the World, that he gave #'4/ens adulabar, 


divine 


bus deros & ex matl- 


5. _ 

cis poſceebam-5 djiyine [ d pray 
og ls oechan-2 di io worſhip,and prayd 
ligna, laides ofa, #0 Lmages , taking ftock 
&*. Arnob, /i. 1. and ſtones; the works q 


ne Voare the Hammer and Anvil 0 


. gods? Thirdly, They ſacrificed to theig 


Images, cither as gods, or at leſt as Ima- 
ges of falſe gods. Some, in their images 
adored devils, according to that of P{al, 
96. 5. Omnes ati gentium demonia: Or, 
as your Tranſlation reads it, AU the pods 
of the Nations are 1dols, And, 1 Cor.1o, 
The things which the Gentiles ſacrifice, they 
ſacrifice to devils, and not to God, Others, 
in their images worſhipped the ſouls of 
raNGeo Leads Men. © And it has been 
L1.c.14, and x5, fully proved by S«Auſtine, 


S.4uſtine, 1.8.c.26. that divers of the Pagans 


Tap = gods were men. (5)Others 
par. c' 2. S.Auſtire there were, Who in their 
1P/al. 113. And jmages adored ſome parts 


lid. 4: de civit. dei C , | 
£10 And lb.p Of the material World g 


Civit. Det, c. 5. as in the image of CA bollo, 


fag; A che Sun; in the image of 
Anſtane ubi ſupra, Neptune, the Sea; and fo 
: of others. (9 Laſtly there 
were thoſe, who conceiving the World 
10 be animated, worſhipped the ſouls of 


thoſe 
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Ss. (15) iS. 
1 thoſe material parts z as of Sin, Moon 
ov Earth, c. Is there any the left hint herey 
TS either from divine or humane Record, of 
JT the Pagans worſhipping the ſupreme God 
in an image, but rather the contrary z 
viz. That the things, which the Gentiles. ſa- 
erifice #hey ſacrifice to devils,and not to God. 
x Cor. 10, Can any ſober divinity brook 
ſuch an inference from theſe premiſes, 
That the Pagans demons exquiſitely anſwer 
to our Saints and Angels 2 Do we worſhip 
Saints and Angels for gods 2 do we call 
them gods ? do we take them for gods ? 
do we ſacrifice to them as gods? far be 
it, as from our hearts to intend it,fo from 
at ingenuous adverſary to objedt ir, 

The next Concluſion that comes in 
play is the Fifth, That both divine decla- 
ration, and the common conſent of Chriſlens » 
dom do avonch to Us, that all the aforeſart 
Pagan modes of idolatry prattiſed by them, 
were in thoſe Pagans prattiſes of idolatry... 
All the anſwer that truth can allow to this 
Fifch Concluſion,is Nego ſuppoſitum: for 
tne Doftor Rere ſuppoſeth that he hath 
given us a true and adequate diviſion of 
the Pagan idolatry, in the precedent cons 


cluſion, 


9 
tluſion, according bbth to divine declal}rr: 
ration,and the common-conſent of ChrisÞth: 
ſtendom ; whereas I have already ſhew'dſ 4» 
his hypotheſis to be falſe, and laid opens 
his foul and groſs miſtakes ; (*cis a favourco 
to Call them ſo: ) which indeed arc ſuch co 
as might invite a modeſt Man to wipe highm' 
Pen, and lay it aſide, till he had taughr ir: 
a more awful regard to ingenuity andfjnu 
truth, qu 

The Sixth Concluſion : That giving» 
religious 'worſhip, that i to ſays © ectins liz 
Temples, building Altars, invoking, make: 
ing vows, and the like, to what is not the({1 
ſupreme God, though not as to him, but as toſv3 
ſome inferiour belyyot beeing, «manifeſt r-be 
dolatry. This Sixth Concluſion looks dg 
back upon the Fifth, and calls to ic forÞN 
help, Bur till the Fifth has learned eojic 
ſtand upon its own leggs, it is not.in aw: 
condition to lend any pcoof or fupport toſth 
its Neighbou's. And ſol might piſs o-ffe1 
. ver this Sixth Concluſion, as procfl:{s ;Ifo 
bur only that che Doctor calls me back ro[gr 
hear a Confirmation of it ; ſaying, Thar 
idolatry was very rare amons#t the Nations, ſa 
eſpecially the Roman; if this mode of idola-|W 

| : Is 


(17) 
try, be not truly idolatry: And ſearce anf 
thing will be found idolatry amone ft. thems, 
M0 but taking that to be the ſupreme God, which 
enjs not, and adoring it for ſuch, This Diſs 
ar courle whereby we Acer -.. 1:2; 
hIconfirms his Concluſion, . Euſeb. L. 5; 
igminds me, of a paſſage in Prepar.cels. 
ie Eu/ebize , concerning the , , 
ndJnumber of the Pagan gods. Trigints, in- 

quit, dorm millia in terra eſſe cenjet Heſior, 
ds; ego auttm multo plures lapideos, atque 
nof(igneos homines creatores cfse video; Enſes. 
e415 here adds to Heſiod's Thirty Thou» 
heſſſind gods, many more of his own obſer- 
tofvationy amongft which, one only. could 
1-be ſupreme, and the reſt muſt needs fic 
ks|down with-the title of inferiour Detries« 
or[Now comes the Doors Sixth Conclus 
ed[Gon, and tells us thar glving [lagrans 
alworſhip,to what is not the fupreme Ggdz 
roſthough not as,to him, bur as to ſome in2 
o-[feriour helpful beeing, is idolatry. : Why 
; [ſs ? becauſe; ſays the Daftor, unleſs we - 
ro[grant this; (thatis, unlefs we grant that, 
arſthe worſhipping of ſome Thirty Thou- 
TH ſand inferiour Deities, (for thoſe are his 
a.|iferiour helpful Beeings:) is 1dolatry,) 
7g | | 


. 
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a Nom and manifeſt inconvenience will 
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follow, to wit, That Idolatry was 'very 
rare amonegft the Nations; and ſcarce a- 
ny thing will be found Idolatry amongſt 
them, but taking that to be the ſupreme 
God, which is not, and worſhipping it 
for ſfach. Which being ſo profound a 
truth, 1 conceive {ew of the moſt ſevere 
and Cynical complexions can paſs it 0- 
ver. without a ſmile. But if the Door 
fhould chance to reply, that by (an i»fe- 
roar helpful Beeing) he means not an in- 
feriour helpful Deity, bur ſomething elſe 
beſt known ro himſelf; Then his confir- 
mation is moſt falſe, viz. That ſcarce a- 
ny thing will be found Idolatry amongſt 
the Heathens, bur raking that for the ſu 
preme God, which'is not, and worſhip- 
img it for ſuch z when as we find, they 

orthipped ſo: many Thouſand Deities ? 
8 that, whether he underſtand by Cinfe- 
riour helpful Being) an infertour Deity, 
or no, his confirmation is either falſe, or 


' ridiculous. Before I procced to the Se+ 


venth Conclufton, let ms entreat the 


| Reader's patience for a brief Parentheſis; 


Catholicks uſually diftinguiſh two ſorts 


O - 
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bf worſhip: For example, To ſacrifice; 
ſay they, to eret Temples and Alrars,are 
acts of Latria, that is, of the titgheſt re- 
I ligious. worſhip poſſible, only due ro the 
One Almighty and Everlaſting God, the 
firſt Principle and end of all created Bees 
ings. Though none of theſe a&ts,neither 
ſacrifice it- ſelf, nor dedication of Tem- 
ple or Altar, excludes a Secondary Re- 
membrance , or titular honour of the 
fe- Saints, There are other ads of an infe- 
in-ſ riour reſpe&t, which the Doctor may at 
lc] his pleaſure, withour offending Catho*» 
fir-P lick Dividdity, chuſe whether he will call 
a] religious worſhip, or no : As the ho+ 
pit} nour:we give to Satnts and their Imagrs, 
{u-| burning Incenſe or Candles, bowing; the 
ip-| Body, -and the like. Theſe as are of 
ey] themſelves indifferent, and variouſly de- }. , 
;$ ?Þ rcrminable, by the particular tendency of 
fes]the inward affeAion, either to a divine,or 
ty,| only a civil worſhip. As for inſtance fake, 
or} Abraham with the fame kind of incur* * 
Seq vation of Body, did adore God, Gen. 17. 
hel worſhip Angels, Gen: 18. and Men, Gez. 
115123. Where we evidently find that the 
rt4fame poſture of bowing the Body,only as 
of oo and 11109 


(20) 
ipentionally directed by a different ap 
plication of the heart, is a divine wor-. 
ſhip, in reſpe& of God an inferior- kind: 
of worſhip, in reſpe& of Angels, and a 
civil worſhip as referr:d to Men, Where- 
fore he who will ſpeak diſtinaly to the 
Catholick. Tener, muſt diſtinguiſh theſe 
ſeveral modes of worſhip one. from ano-: 
ther s or elſe ſhew. cauſe why, he ranks 
them all, under one and the ſame ſpecies 
of Religious worſhip. Otherwiſe he wilt 
make it appear, that he loves darknefs 


more than light, and feeks not to cope 


with his Adverfary like a Scholar. Have- 
ing premiſed th1s-Obfervation.----- The 
Doftor's Seventh Concluſton,which ſpeaks 
thus y' (That to ſacrifice, or barn Incenſe,or 
make any Religious obeyſance or ineurvation 


| to an Tmaze im any wiſe, as 10 an object of 


this worſbip, s idolatry by divine declarati- 


on.) This concluſjoa, I ſay, will appear / 
to have as much pertinent ſenſe in it, as 


if a Junto of Civilians being requeſted to 


declare by a common vote, what Mur- : 
ther 15s ſhould give-in their learned ans» : 
{wer, with a Reſolved upon the queſtion; 
Ibat to rake away a Man's life wiltully, : 


and 
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and without cauſez or to cut,off a limb, 
or draw blood, is Murther. Juſt ſuch a 
nd: | wild medley of truth and falſhood, is the 
| a. | Dodor's Concluſion. Sacrificing tg anT- 
e-' | mage, and bowing to an Image, ſuit nor 
he” | well rogether. The firſt is Idolatry, and 
ſe | the very crime which the Catholick 
=: Church condemns in Carpocrates , and 
ks | his Adherents., But, that bowing to an 
es | Image of Chriſt, or his Saints, ſhould be 
1k | idolatry; rather then bowing to the Ark 
f& | of the Covenant; or that honouring: the 
>< || Picture of Feſ#s, rather than the Name 
2- | of Jeſus, ſhould be liable to the like cx- 
ie | ception , this, I ſay, ſhould have been 
$ | more ſtrongly proved than by mweerly al- 
r | ledging a broken Text of Scrip.ure,. Thou 
x | ſbalt not bow to them, nor worſhip them yz 
pf :| which yer is all the Doftor does, fave on- 
/= | ly an old thred-bare gloſs upon it, which 
r | ſhall preſently be anſwered. Only firſt 1 
© | obſerve, that when Proteſtants read this 
o | theit Second Commandment, Thou ſhalt - 
- | n6t make unto thee any graven Image,or any 
» | Likeneſs, that is in Heaven above, or that is 
" Þ| iz the water, under the earth ; Than ſhalt 
i] z0t bow down thy ſelf to them, nor ſerve 
C3 them.) 


| (22). B 
them.) and withall are informed that Pa- 
piſts make Pictures and Images of Chriſt 
place them in their Churches, put off 
their Hats,and bow the Ktice before them, 
preſently they endite the praQtiſe within 
their breſts as guilty of idolatry; moſt 
inconſiderately, no leſs than uncharitably, 
charging Idolatry upon the pra@ice of 
the Church, for doing thoſe ſelf-fame 
things, which God himſelf commanded 
the Jews to do, to whom he gave this ve- 
ry Preccpt. Did not God 
Exod,25.18, command Moſes to make 
rwo Cherubims of gold in 
the two ends of the Mer- 
cy-Seat ? Were there not 


2 Chron. c.3. 
V. 7. ibid. v. 
-— 


Plal. 99.5; Walls of the Temple ? 
| | Were not the two Cheru- 
EChroy.28.2. bims 'in the moſt Holy 

| Place, of Image-Work? 
Were not the People to pray in the Tem- 
' ple, and commanded to worſhip at the 
Foot-ſtool of our Lord, that is, the Ark 
of the Covenant ; over which were the 
Cherubims of Image-Work! and could 


this poſſibly be done, without bowing be-' 


fore 
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graven Cherubims on the | 
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| E fore Images ? Behold now what an irre- 


fragable conſequence is drawn from hence, 
God himſelf commanded the making .of 
Images, even after he had given the Se-. 
cond Commandment of the Decalogue + 
Ergo, Papiſts can make no Images, bur 
they are Idolaters, Images were placed 
in God's own Templez Ergo, Papiſts are 
Idolaters in placing Images* in their 
Churches. God's People were com- 
manded to bow down. and proſtrate 
thumſclves where it could not be done, 
without bowing before Images : Ergo, 
Papiſts, who kneel before an Image are I- 
dolaters. If Proteſtants did but refle& 
how muchthis miſtake of theirs is againſt 
Scripture, as well as againſt Charity,they 
would be more ſparing of their ccalures., 
Now to the Obje@ion, Thos ſhals not bow 
down to them, nor worſhip them : of which 
undoubtedly the ſenſe is, ( ſays the Dottor) 
They ſhall not be in any wiſe the objet# of 
that worſhip, which thou performeſt in a rels- 
8105 way--» For the Second Commandement 


certainly is a declaration of the mind of God » 


touching relizious worſhip, Let us under? 
and one another;'that we may not have 
FETn G 4 . Y, 
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any cavil about words, The Catholickf 


Church-no where commands us to call 
the honour exhibited to Saints and their 
Images, a religious honour or worſhip. 
But, with the Dodfor $s good leave, Why 
may there not be fome intermediate kinds 
of worſhip, between a divine,and a meet 
civil worſhip * Why may we not ſay, 
that ſuch was the worſhip, which was 
given to the Ark ? which Abraham gave 
to the Angels ? and which .we are all 
commanded to give to the Name of 7:us? 
Nay, why may we not' add, that the ho- 
nour and reſpet of the Kriee, which is 
given to God-fathers, and God-mothers 
ts ſuch; as being not founded upon any 
bare relation of blood, or any meer natu* 
ral, or ctvi] excellency, but given wholly 
upon a ſpiritual account ?' And howis it 
proved, that ſuch an intermediate honour 
- as,this » tnay hot ſecurely be' given' to 
Saints,and their Images £ Let the Docto# 
find out a ſujcable name for ir, beſides that 
of Religiogs, and we ſhall not ftand upon 
terms with him, but freely ſpeak his lan» 
puage: Bur if nothing will ſerve his turn, 


ut that rezigious and: divine worſhip. 
Vii, _ muſt | 
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muſt be all one. Then we utterly deny 
that we are in any wiſe concerncd in his 
ir JObjcction : for we give no ſuch religious 
p« | worſhip to the Saints themſelves, much 
iy Bleſs to their Images. And I ſhall ſhow 
Is Fin my. Anſwcr to his Eighth Chapter,how 
et | weakly and difingenuouſly. he makes ule 
7, Nof the Second Cuuncil of Nzceito make 
1s out his charge againſt us. 

'e | The Eighth Concluſion, ſcornipg to be 
II U behind the Seventh ip point of Scholar- 
* Iſhip, loudly proclaims, That to ereft Tems+ 
= Uples, Altars, Images, or to burn incenſe to 
Saints and Aneels, to invoke them, or make 
vows to them, and the like is plain Idolatry. 
This Concluſion for its proof appeals to 
the teſtimony of four falſe witneſſes, to 
wit,.the Third, Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth 
Concluſions and as ſuch,l juſtly except 
againft them. 5s 8 

' * The Ninth ; Religious incurvation to- 
wards a Crucifix or the Hoft, or any Imaze, 
as to an object, and not a mecr unconſidered * 
accidental circumſtance, 1s Idulatry, This 
Concluſion having thus coldly drawn up 
an enditement”againſtus, pleads its evie 
.  &ence out of the Seventh and Eighth Con- 
W clufions z 
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clufionsg-And fo leaning upon two bros 
en Reeds, falls to the ground, where 
ain ſure, neither Reaſon or Authority wil 
ever ſtoop to take it up. bx 
We are now arrived at the Tenth Con- 
cluſion, where we are told, That to pſec on 
ſet purpoſe, in religious worſhip, any fieure 
or image only circum ftantially,not objectives 
ly, bat ſo as to bow towaras it, or to be upon 
« Man's knees before it, with eyes and hands 
devoutly lifted up towar ds it. Yet this 
even taken inits mott favourable circums« 
ſtances, is a meſi wicked and 1mpious mock- 
ng of God , {ays the Doctor. And he 
adds.T, hat if the imaze be the objett of theſe 


poſtures and incurvations (as it ſeems to hing 


plain,and beyond all queſitoning that it will 
be ſo) then he ſays it will be 1dolatry. To 
this I return, that I hope the Ethicks can- 
not be offended with me, no more than 
divinity can be able to reprove me, if I 
ſay, this Concluſion gives God the lie: 
and makes Him the approver, command» 
er and rewarder of Sin, even idolatry it 
ſelf For God promiſed a reward to Pray- 
er made in the Temple, 2 Chroz.7. 15, 
Where notwithſtanding there. were gra: 
Ve 
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f ved Angels or Cherubims upon the wats, 
Nl And he commanded his People to adore 
- I the Ark, over which were Cherubims or 
| Angels of Imiaze-workz 'where the wor» 
ſhipper could not poſſibly make his ad- 
drefles, but he muſt needs bow at left 
circumſtantially, though not objeCtively 
towards an Image. And yet Prayr, even 
oy thus circumſtanced, was approved, com- 
"| manded, and declared by God himſelf 
rewardable. Now. this is the very po- 
I ture, both for a& and objet,which can- 
not down with the Do@Ror, but he muſt 
nceds have it to be idolatry ; and his 
ſe} mot charitable gloſs upon the ation,can 
by afford it no name, under an impious and 
2] wicked mocking of God, Whence if 
reaſon may be allowed to make the infe- 
rence;the Door $ Tenth Concluſion muſt 
needs be found guilty of giving God the * 
1 lie, and making him che approver, com* 
| mander, and rewarder of fin, even the ſin 
of idolatry. 2% 
Having thus made our way through all 

"| the DodZer's Ten Concluſions, the Reader 
'*| may pleaſe to obſerve, how far he forgets 
himſclf, and over-runs the Title of his 
Chapter, 


(23) 
- Chapter, inſfomuch that he ſcarce ever 
faces about to it from the beginning toff. 
the end: for whereas the Title promiſed 
to'deliver, What 1doiatry is according t di-lſ 
vine declaration x and that he himſelf}. 
makes his boaſt in the end of this Chap- 
ter; To have abundantly convinced the 
Church of Rome of multifarious idolatries y 
if they will Hand, ſays he, to divine defi- 
nitions, or the declarations of holy Scripture Þ1\ 
#n this point ; Yet on the contrary tis: e- fy 
vident, there are not even ſo many Scri-Jp 
-  Pture-quotations , 2 this point » as may || 
make up: ſo much as a duall number. |? 
The only way then for the DoQor to | 4 
make out the title of his Chapter, and 
his vapouring  Rodomontado againſt | q 
God's Church, is to deify his own con- | f} 
ceptions ; thart is, to make his own word | w 
paſs for the Word of God, and his Au- |1y 
- thority for divine. And then. truly we | 9; 
have no reaſon to be offended at him, for || 1« 
raking upon himſelf fo kindly that very | o 
imputation, which he ſeeks no leſs weak- | fr 
ly-than injuriouſly to pin upon the do- 
Qrine and practice of the Church. 
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The Second SeQton. 


Is Anſwer to the Doflor's Second 
Chapter. 


; Re Chapter, compared with the 


former, is but a ſecotid part to 


the ſame tune; longer in words, bur as: 
weak in performances to the fall, as its 
Predeceflor. The Title promiſes to de-: 
clare, What 1dolatry i according to the de-. 


termination of clear and free reaſon ; and 
this in 25. ſeveral Concluſions. 


His firſt, ſecond,and third Concluſions 


quite digreſs from the charge in hand, 


| ſhowing what a grievous fin idolatry is: 


which is much more largely and learned- 


ly declared by our own Authors , and rea-. 
dily granted by us, with this furcher al-* 


lowance, that if he can fix the crime np- 


on us, With any ſhew of reaſon, we ſhall - 


freely acknowledg our guilt to be: of a 

double dyc, tg what it was in the Few or 

Gentile. * | | / 

The fourth and fifth, tell us that ido- 
latry 


(30) 

latry neceſſarily involves in it, ignorance 
or miſtake, in the a& of worſhip, or the 
obje&. The fifth advances a ſtep further 
ang concludes very abruptly, that becauſ 
all idolatry involves in'it ſome ignorance or 
miſtake z th:refore no tenorance or miſtake 
can excuſe from idolatry : very learnedly : 
From 'the Fourth and Fifth, the DoGtor 
makes along ſtride to his One and Twen- 
tieth Cancluſion, where he/-pzremptori- 
ly concludes, that becanſe miſtake does not 
excuſe him from idelatry, by Concluſion the 
Fourth and Fifth, therefore the adoration of 
any object, which we out of miſtake conceive 
to be the true God, made viſible by hypoſta® 
tical union therewith, is manifeſt 14olatry, 
Thus he. But let us put the caſe, that 


fome Chriſtian, contemporary to Chriſt }: 


our Lord,whilft he ſojourned upon earth, 
had through meer miſtake, adored ſome 


other Perſon, for Chriſt : Here the Qu1e- 
ry ariſes, whether this Man's error would 


have pleaded his excuſc, I, or no? The 


reformed Churches of France, in their 
Apology by Daille' declare for the affir- 
mative. And truly Reaſon ſeems clearly 
to- be on their ſide, For what reaſon or 

*x1] cquity 
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equity will condemn a loyal fabje, who 
heff intending an addreſs to his Prince,ſhould 


take Hepheſtion, for Alexanger, a Peer 
for his Soveraign, and ſo make tender of 


orÞ his allegiance to another Perfon, whom 


he innocently miſtakes for his Prince?Ler 


y | us parallel the two cafes. As this loyal 


Subje&'s addreſs is intended: only to his 
Prince ; fo the Chriſtians eddrefl in the 
inſtance above- ſaid, is direted only to 
Jeſus Chriſt. In both theſe caſes rhere 
intervenes an error of fat: both the re- 
ligious and civil worſhip being miſplaced 
as to the circumſtance, though nor as to 
the objet. And why this error ſhould 
be imputable, either to treaſon in the ore- 
caſe, or to Idolatry-in the other ? or, 


why more to idolatry in the one caſe, 


then to treaſon in. the other ? is that, 
which it will concern the Door to ſpeak 

P . A . 1 . 
to, if he means'to maintain his concluft-- 


on. And till be hath done this, he ſhall- 


| never be able to prove, whar he aims ar * 


in his 22.Concluſion, that any idolatry is 
committed though it ſhould fo fall our,- 


through inadvertence; or any other acci- 


dent, thaz an unconſecrared, or untran- 
w | | abſt an 


= 


(32) 
ſubſtantiated Hoſt, were expoſed to the? 
veneration of the Pcople : for as no adb- 
ration is. here due, ſo none is intended, 
but only to Jeſus Chriſt, adorable wheres 
ever he is. 69 AY 
- The 6th. 7th. 8th, 10th.11th.12th.13the 
14th, 15th, 18th, and 24th, Concluſions 
talk big ag1inſt Invocation of Saints, But 
the boſt | [perkevamonegſt them are-the 
8th. 10th.and 12th, The Eighth leads the 
Van in theſe terms : Any «ions, geſtures, 
or words, directed to any creature as to at 
object, which naturally imply or ſignify ei- 
ther the incommunicable or incommunicated 
eminencies of God, is the giving that wor- 
ſhip, that is the right and due of God alone; 
fo that creature, and that injury againſt the 
divine Majeſty, which is t:rmed idolatry, 
Then follows the Tenth, and in a high and 
mighty language ſpeaks thus : Az onni- 
percipient nor eve which does hear,and 
fee whatever is ſaid or tranſatted in the 
world, whether conſidered in the whole, or 
as diſlributed into terreſtrial, celeſtial, and 
" ſuperceleitial ;, not only all theſe omnipe: cipi- 
dnces, but any one of them is a certain excel- 
lency in God, and for ought we know,jncom- 
a | —_ municate 
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NY anunicarel 18 any Creature: The Twelftlt. ? 
| brings yp the Rear with an Ergo. If ome . 4 
d » m#prt) & or omnipercipience, at le# #re« 44 
©} friab (if not cele#ialt) be not compuiga=+ 
| ted 1o'$tints aud Angels by God, thrips - 
he | cation of either is palpable idolatry. Behold” 
ns | then"the-DoZFor's Argnment, Invocation? 
ut} implies an incommunicated excellency.in> 
ne | the Saitits 5 v7, an omnipercipictit omni? 
ne | preſence; at left terreſtrial, if not coleftis? 
es. | al; ard fo' communicates that right to" 
an } them, that appertains only to God; FYgo' 
4 lavocation of S41nts and Angels is palpa- 
ed | ble idolarry.” Now if'we can bur acquir: 
7- | our felves/handſomely'* in a fair retarn £6; 
7e; | this Argument, all the reſt that. is'fo be 
he | found ftÞihe abovefaid* xt. Condlafions,gx 
), | will angont to n6-more than meerempry. - - 


* 


nd - ws ory nothings.' We may'cond. 
1-, | fider®then' the ſtare of the Churchypwithi * - 
ud | reference to - different \circumftances\1of = 
he rife, ©The one-whereto tt'was a queſti« 

or. | on" #mongſt the Orthodox, whetheralt - 
1d | Sintsentred'into Heaven before the Day 
pi: | of Jadgmentr, or were confined wr fome * 
cl- | $thet place of teſt, excluded fromthe be« 


r= | atifick Vidohn ? And this was "nor fully 
 w——_ D deter 
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determitied till th&Conneil of Fleece; 
which Council cleared the Poitx;. define» 
ing that The Sonls.of the\ dead, a5 fedn- as 
cleanſed-from att fin, ate recerved-into Hea- 
ven; and {ce God clearly, as he s-inhimeif.. 
Now/as for thoſe elder. Centuries before | 
the Council of Florence, they beld /invo- 
cation-of Saints, for an; undoubted guth, 
though :fome of them doubred, whether, 
they herd our Prayers or: no; becauſe no, 
"Church-definition had. as then afcertain- 
ed them of their tull beatitude. Let ves» 
nerable Antiquity ſpeak for it {If by xhe 
mouth. of a Saint Auftine, who-in his Book 
De cura pro mortiiee; C16, ſpeaks thus, 
Fhis queition exceeds the reach of my judg- 
mint;\ how. the Martyrs relieve, thoſe,” who' 
ere certainly affiſted-by them 9 whether - they 
areprefent by themſelves, at the ſame times 

'' iti ſormany [everal places where the thewefit 
bf \thets ſutcour d5 received ?- or being re- 
tirtd from the converſation of menin ſome: 
place: proportioned to their merit;y and-there. 
mterceding for the. relief of thoſe that call 
pon them,' as we pray for the dead, who are 
net really preſent with them; and-know-not | * 
how they are,nor what they do ; God onmi«| + 
9 * potenby - 
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ot lf potent ang ever preſent, hedring the Prayers 
e-if of theMartyrs,grants toMen by the miniſtery 
a4 of Angels, thoſe belps where he will, when 
#44 | he. mill, and how he pleaſeth, Thus, B.s: . 
if. -Anſtzve, Here we have it from, an un* 
re | doubted work of this great Saint and 
o- | Dotor, (owned by himſelf in his Rexra- 
h, | ations) Firſt, That Invocation of Saints 
er was the conſtant,avowed pradtiſe of thoſe 
no. elder and, purer days. Secopaly,(contra- 
n- | ry roche Doctor's 15th, Concluſign, and 
al tis. Phariſaical ſcruples.) Here is a 
he] fare and certain ground of this invacati” 
ok. | on. to wit, unqueſtionable, ancient, ah . 
5, | immemorial poiſcfſipn, and the often ex- 
1 pcricnced bench. of it by thoſe, who ad= 
ho'} drefling. themfelves to the Holy Martyrs 
29.4 mediation, were (lays. Auſtine) certain-, 
TR ty, alſiſfted by them.. Thirdly , That. rhe 
ff. | Sainrs preſence, at the ſame tiwe.in ſo many . 
e- | ſeveral places, (which: is equivalent to tho 
we: | -NoGor's. terreſtrial Omnipercipient Om- 
re.| nipreſence), does not at all: in Saint. Aus \; 
all | fine's Opinion, cither imply an' tmpoſſi- 
#e | bility,or cntrench upon any of che divirs. » 
.exccllencies ;-for then he would certainly 
| liave rejected it, which yet he does not. 
1 | Dz Fourthly, 


Foirthly , Waving this Omniperciptent* 
Omnipreſence, S. Auſtine renders it eaſily 
intelligible, how the Saints might (even 
without" that, and without their hearing 
our Prayers ) relieve thoſe that- called 
upon them : 'Viz. God ommipotent and ever ' 
preſent hearing the Prayers of the Martyrs, 
and granting to Men, by the Miniſtery of 
Angels thoſe helps» whert he will, where he 
will; "#nd: how he pleafeth, Out of all 
which, deduce this inference; which is 
home tothe point, Thar, if S. A»{tine be” 
TR before Dr. More, It is good! 
and®profirable to invocate the' Saints, 
though we knew not whether they heard 
us'or no. And'till the Doctor can'prove 
the contrary, his main Hypotheſis upon 
which he\builds, ( to wit, that an omni- 
percipient -omnipreſence is the only 
ground of invocation of Saints) is fun» 
dxmentally ſubverred; and all his vapou- - 
ring Pretences of idolatry, end in” fmoke' 
ahd fancy,” "This which | have already 


. Taid; renders invocation of Saints' main + 
"r4inable, though it were not certain they . 


I8ard us; which yer is moſt certain from 
their b.iſs{ul viſtien of God, not gain: ſaid 
+ is hu + | _ | EVeit 
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even by Proteſtants : For if Devils ap- 
ar, and afſiſt Witches and Sotceters 
upon their invocation,” Shall we deny:this 
to the Saints in Glory ? The Saints arg 
a the Angels of God in Heaven,Mat 2/2130; 
And of the Angels *tis written: * $28" yu 
deſpiſe not one of theſe little ones, for"I ſay 
unto you, their Angels in Heaven always ſee 
the Face of my Father which s in Heaves : 
Mat. 18.10. And again, There ſhall be Joy 
in;Heaven upon one ſinner that doth pers: 
nance, Luc. 15.7. Why therefore can- 
not the Saints hear our Prayers, as the 
Angels ſee the contempt of one of: thoſe 
little ones. and as thoſe in Keaven ſe the 
repentance of a ſinner ? The Schools'in- 
deed may freely diſpute how this is-done, 
and every one may frecly abound in his 
own ſenſe, and offer their ſeveral -modes 
and ways ; and learned Dr. More, may, 
(as he does, p.23.) in calling them allex# 
tremely ridiculous,render himſelf-no leſs 


ridiculous in his weak cenſure ; and when . 


all this is done, the uncertainty of the 

manner does not argue againſt the cer- 
. tho 4 =— 

tainty of the thing it ſelf: For'it 1s a fix- 

ed uncontroulable Maxime in the Princi- 
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#0 12-1039) | 
of Chriſtianity, that, Poteft conſlare 
de 76; quando non conſtat de modo rei; and 
he: who denies this ,. may -with ,cqual 
ground except againſt the myſtery of the 
ancarnation , together with the income 
prehenſibility of the Unity and Trinity 
of God. 

In the next place follows the Ninth 
Concluſion, which was left behind, as a 
ſtragler from the reſt af the Flock, being 
owned by none of its next Neighbours as 
any thing akin to them, and ſpeaks thus 
That; the uſing any of thoſe attiens or ge- 
; ſtares, or A any of thoſe things. char the 

true and ſupreme Gd did chuſe and chal: 

lenge in the ſetting out the mode of his own 
Wor fhip, towards or in reference to any Crea” 
: ture, as'to an objett, is idolatry. * Becauſe 
F.. © ſuch amode of worſhip does thus manifeſtly 
: appear to be the peculiar right ef God,which 
none cantransfer to another but God himſelf. 

- Thus the. Do&or. Let us then ſtate the 
queſtion, whether any of thoſe extcriorſſ' 
=* adtions or geſtures; which God did chuſe 
| in the ſetting out the mode of his. own 
Worſhip, for cxample, Incurwation or 

| bowing down the Body may be cxhibited 
ET 014 a 


to 4 Creature without 1dolatty ? "No; 
replys the Dotor.. Ler us how. take this 
2al} Concluſion for Kraires » and ſee” whar 
the | Yall, be'the Sequel. © The uſing any of 
"| thoſe actions, or geſtares, ſays he, that 
FR the true and ſupreme God did chuſs and 
! challenge, in the ſetting out the mode of 
ath | Þis own Worſhip, towards, or in refe- 
rence t9 any Creature, as to an object, is 
no | Jdolatry. But according to his ſixreenth 
" Concluſion, Tncurvation of the Body is 
one of the aRtions,or geſtures, which-God 
'e- did chuſe, in ferring out the mode of his 
be | 9wn Worſhip: Ergo, Incurvation'to- 
wards or.in reference to any Creatnrs, 
as t9 an objeR, is idolatry, Now Tub: 
ſume :' But Abraham uſed this incurvati- 
el towards Men, and Angels, Gen,1S. and 
23. Ang the beloved Diſciple of Feſws 
| reiterated the like incurvation towards an 
a Angel, Apoc.2249. I ſhall leave the (ergy) 
h ; to the Dofor : for the premiſes being 
I, his, I ſhall not envy him the glory of the 
'u Concluſion, which makes Abraham, and 


- 


* 


as Saint John 1dolaters. | 

' The 16th. 17th. 19th. and 20th. talk 
much of a'ſymbolical preſence, and ins 
-mIM D 4 CEve” 


St ES 4 8 | A 1 | p F 6 ; 
Lpevation rowgrds it. YVberegf the 36:h3 
Pefcts ip.the Ninth, and has its Anſwer 
xhere.. The 17th. -That the Pagans wor 


| fop 

re | 
come. Ipſo Fatto, Idolaters. To this. ] 
have already anſwered, ſhewing thar the 
Pagans gave the worſhip and title of De- 
ities to their demons; arid therefore be- 
came Ipſo- Fats Idolaters. The 19th, de- 
fines magiſtcrially z That incurvation in 
way. of, Religion towards an open or bare ſym- 
Bolial qreſece: be it whatever Figure or I- 
mage, 45 to an objett, is flat Idolatry, Here 


# 
. 


. 


I Fould gladly know 6f the Dofor, why - 


he Calls a Figure, or Image a ſymbolical 
preſence, bur only becauſe the Image is 
a ſign or token, ſignifying or repreſenting 
the Perſon, whoſe image it is Then] 
realon) the Name of a Perſon, be not a 
ymbalical preſence in its kind, as well as 
the image 2 foraſmuch as both of them 


are ſigns or rokens repreſenting the ſame 


thing, with this only difference, that the 
Image repreſents.it to the eye, the Name 
to the ear ? And why then, may we nor 


| » - 


=, 
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ping their demons, though not. as the ſur: 
6 God, by ſymbolical preſences,& 6, Be-! 


enquire. further, whether (for the ſame. 


bow 


bow.to the Image of 4 POT” vell-act 
lf bavtorel 5p Fo can; the 01 _ 
e condemned Y idolatry, but the other 
6 "Txt incur the like brand ?.; The 20th. 
y- Ben Rill upon the ſame icing of 2 
ſymbolical preſence, will nceds maintain, 
e | That yl | Ha incurvation towards 4 bare 


= | ſmbolical. preſence, wittingly and conſciens 
- ye diretted thither, though with '« men- 
- |} 24 reſerve, that they intend to uſe it meerly | 
3 | 454 circumſtance of worſhip is notwithſtand- * 


OO 
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7ng real idolatry. To me.this Goncluſion 
ſeems big with a ſpirit of contradiction, 
as being manifeſtly againſt Scripture , 
againſt the practice of the Church. of 
England » and laſtly againſt Dr. ore 
himſelf. Thar ir is clearly againſt Scri- 
rare, (beſides what I have ſaid in my an« 
wer to the laſt Concluſion of rhe firſt 
Chapter) is ſufficiently evidenced from » 
the zxcurvation the Scripture commands 
to the Name of Feſws 5 which .is. as 
much a religious incurvation , as any We . 
give to thoſe ſymbolical preſences, call- 
ed Images. That it is againſt the pra- 
Qiſe of the Church of. "Eng land , and 
proves that all Proteſtants, wh kneel pl 
ene. 
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The Enchariſt areIdvlaters, 1 conceive th, 
be no lefs manifeſt : for Proteſtants -in 
Their Commation acknowledy [See the 
Proteftans Rubrick after Communion] 
"0 terporal and realy but a bare figurative 
and fymbolical pteſence of Chrifts naturdl 
fehand blood, And religious 4ncurvati- 


real idolatry, atcording.to the Dottar : 


" What follows by a clear ſequel, but that 


all Proteſtants, who bow the knee at the 
Enchariſt,are1dolaters? And if the Pra: 
eeftant-Communicant, in his vindication, 
chance to fly to a mental referve, and al- 
lege for his excuſe, that he uſes it meerly 
as a.circumftance of worſhip 3” and that 
his intention -terminates not tn the' ſym- 
bolical preſence, but looks up tothe Per» 
fon of Jefus Chriſt yz the Doftor will ſmi- 
lingly tell him, ( for they are his own 
words in the like c:ſe, Concl. 19.) That 
direttion of our intention here is but a Fe- 


6 

. , « 7 

, on towards a ſymbolical preſence, being | 
| 

{ 

| 


: fuitical Jagele., and tuat the uſing it mecr- 


iy & « tircumſtance of worſhip, is ido- 
Jatry; and fo he cuts him off from that 
lea, -and leaves him withour all excuſe, 
Thirly, That it is againſt the DoRor, I.. 
| EIN appeal 


'I (43) g 
”F appeal to the DoRtor himſelf, by bring? 
wy his 16th. and his 20th. Goncluſiods 
face to face, The 16th. openly avotich- 
eth, That the erecting of n ſymbolical pie- 
"" ſence with incurvation thither ward 5" wats | 
"4 } {declared by the ſupreme God, the God of If 
"= } rac, one of the manners of worſhip due ty 
| jw. The 20th, runs counter, and Rifl 
prefleth, That relig36u5 incurvation ah 
wl ymbolical preſence ( without exception 
'C | of any) wittingly and conſcientiouſly dire- 
a] (fed thither, ts real idolatry. Thele two 
1, | Concluſions,as I conceive,dothwarteach 
[- other no leſs, than if he had ſaid in dire@ 
Y | terms: All religious incurvation towards 
© | a ſymbolical preſence, is idolatry': Not ' 
> | all religious incurvation towards a ſym- 
bolical preſence, is 1dolatry : For tht 
”" | 20th; is an Univerſal afirmative, and 
?'] maintains the firſt ; The 16th, implies no | 
; lefs, than what aſlerted in the fecond. 
" | The 2244. and 23th. Conclufions weakly 
cavil at the adoration of the Hoſt, as ido«" 
Jatrous cither in Catholiques or Prote- 
ſtants. Bur ,thele petty niblers at the 
' moſt blefſed and ever adorable S1crament 
ſhall have their anſwer i the next Chap» 
| ery 


- 


"_ 44) " 
-ker;, where the Dofor treats this Subje& 
*s profeſſo: Only here I add, that for 

| Proteſtants indeed to adore the Dacras 
mMenr, who beljeve no corporal preſence 

_ of Chriſt there; but that the Sacramets 

| tal Bread and Wine remain Mill in their 
#atiral ſubſtances (fo ſpeaks their above- JV 
Nid Rubrick : ) would be the like crime, 
as for an unconverted Few to 2dore Jeſus 
Chriſt, in whom he believes not. Bur 
what is this to the DoRor's purpoſe? 
Both the Jew and the Proteſtant lic under, 
the prejudice of an erroneous perſwafion, 
which upon application to rational and 
ſound motives, may and. ought to be de-" 
poſed. | 
- In the 25th. and laſt Conclufin, the 
DoRor ſtarts a pretended ObjeQion a. 
gaiuſt his charge of idolatry in the adora. 

* tion of the Euchariſt,and overflows whole 
Pages in anſwer to.it. But the Gatholique 
Church makes ho ſuch @ply, nor ſtands | 

-1n need of any ſuch vindication 'of her / 
. doctrine and practiſe, And. therefore I 
leave the Door to the pleaſure of his 
own thoughts, raifing his' Aecry, Caſtle , 
with one hand, and beating it dow with 
rig 


+I he other; And fol p 
rI*Xcion, 
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Errnifls worſhip the Hoſt with the 
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The Third SeQton. 'v TO 


Which, anſwers to the Dofors Third 
Chapter. 1 AE: * 


T He Title of this Chapter delivets'{& 
' elf in theſe terms 3" That the" Ro-" 


M. . % a* 


e 

tind of worſhip even that of Latria, he 4 
ing to the injunttion of the Council of Trent, 
and that it is moſt groſs idolatry ſorodo.. 

ſt had been ingenuous in the DoRor, 
whilft he ſtates Catholique Do&rine, to, 
ſpeak Carholique language. The Couns* 
cil of Trent (even as quoted by himſelf 
thentions not the Hoſt, bur only the a 
doration of the Blefſed Sacrament : o8-* 


(which is the fame) of Jeſus Chriſt in the' 
Pacrament.' Which is a quite different” . - 


thing from 'that uncatholique' expreffion” 
of worſhipping.the Hoſt : For Catholick” 
Principles own riothing of the Hoſt to re«' 
main aker comſecration,but the ſpecies or 
ſymbols, 
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| tation in Hat plas  Secondly,The Do-: 


""""M On ETOP 


toes, - Nor does the Council enjoy 

worſhip of Latria to the ſymbols, buy q 
to Jeſus Chriſt veiled with the fymbols;Þ| 
In this Chapter, the DoRor prercnds taÞÞ i} 
undeniable demonſtration; which, if well cl 
take it ſumm'd up briefly, and girt up inf C 
his. cloſe and convittive method, gives us} C 
this brisk aflault.. Tranſubftantartion is h 
a-meer figment and enormous falſhoodf] « 
(5 ſpeaks, p.49.) Ergo the adoration 1 
if che Eucharitt is palpable idolatry. The i 
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7 
gregtelt pars of the Chapter is ſpent inf] v 
proof of his Antecedent.The conk quence} a 
he conceives no-Icfs then evident; becay {It 
if the doctrine of Tranſublianuazion be 
falſe, then-the Cultus Latrie 5 Oh ied} 1 
toa meer Creature: And Cofterrcs the, Je- [ 
a 
( 
| 
? 
c 
] 
| 
| 


. 


ſajr ticks not 10 grant the ſequels, YI, 


uy if our Church be wiſtaltg ip the dovtrin, 
of. Tran(ubſtantiation, we Ipſo. Fatto itand 
gvitty. of. ach, a» putce, of 1494479 4s never. 
was before feen nr known. nul: Worlds. 1 
anſwer; Firlt,.as to Coterwy, the Door, 
deals not. Harty with him, z for Coſter, 
docs not-Tu nuchias name Tranſubſtan-, 


orgborh here an Cnc atas ork 


0 


Airy nine ons, hon whally hs 1 
e5;the ground of it. C45, eft'” 01: mmtons 
ferus argues thus. If in, Cofterss.. im 
ff the Sacrament of the Eu-* Enchirid; £.H 
wel chariſh,.the true Body, of /.; de Sand?.Me 
in Chriſt: .be not contained... ſacram'* #19, 
usÞ Chris bas dealt unworchi# 
is] ly with bis Church, as having de 
od | ed, and permitted her to fall, and cons 
on tine for Fifteen Hundred Years together, 
be in ſach. error. and idotatry,, the like x0 
inf which, 'was,never ſen. nor. heard of, and 
ceſ} all this, by occaſion of his own wardfs 
To Here's the: ground of .Cofterus his-conceſ- 
be] fron: If che true Body of Chriſt be not 
ed | in'the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, Chrilt 
e- | had; dealt, unworthily with his Church g 
{| and by conſequence would not be the trrus — 4 
in Ch riſt 3 apd therefore the adoration of the 
ud. ARE would, be, not only 2 miſtake, > 
|] as tothe circumſtance, bur alſo as tothe. 
1 object , there being no ſuch adorable ob- 
Or K& i inthe World,as a-true Chrift,accord- | 
uf ing to this ſuppoſition, and fo the Cadras 
n-.| Zatria would be exhibited to a mecr Creas' » 
tre. VWhereforc, ta gratify the Dodur, 
i lic Can but prove his Antecedent, thac | ) | 
| ops 
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Teefabfihclation'is a meer gent, ahi 
enormous falſhood;1 ſhall tiot at all dif; 
pace hls cobſequence with him, butt wil 

- . * | | a | 

ngly grant as much as Coftervy to the' 
fall: He begins. then, and undertakes to' 
evVitice by undeniable demonſtration, that' 
the dorin of Tranſubſtantiattoi) is falſe, 
For, ſays he, Thus the Body of Chriſt will be 
in God knows how many Thouſand places at 
onte, and how many Thouſand Miles diſtant 
one from another. ' Whereas 'CAniphitrud 
(Gays the Door) e&poſtnlates with his ſer- 
vant Sofia, and rates him for 4 "Mad-mant 
or Impoitor that he would make him believe, 
that ht could be in two places at once, This 
indeed is a fair demonſtration that Dr. 
More is acquainted with Plartus his Co- 
medies,and can (when he pleaſesydeſcetd 
from the divinity chair to a ptece'of un- 
feaſonable mirth ahd ftage-drollery. Bur 
'Ter this paſs, as a pleaſant skirmiſh before 


the main charge. © In the next” place'he 


- muſters up all rhe Arts and Sciences, Lo+ 
Lick, Phylicks, Metaphyſicks; atid Mathe- 
maticks, againſt us, to ptove that ohe Bo+ 


dy catinot be in two places at once. - Hig: 
ficſt evidence is drawn from the Phyſicks: 


i 
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1 is a principle, ſays he, of- Phyſicks,: that 
that internal ſpaces that a Body ocaupies at 
one time.#s iequal to the Body that occupits its 
Now let us ſuppoſe one and the ſame” Body 
decupy twi"ſuch internal places or;ſpaces at 
once. This Body is therefore equal to thoſe. 
two ſpaces , which are double to one ſingle 
ſpace 3 wherefore the Body is double to that. 
Body in one 'ſinzle ſpace; and therefore one 
and the (ime Body double to it ſelf y which 
is an enormous contradiction. To this ob= 
jeion,-I anſwer :Reſpicientes ad Panca 
facile defiminnt. The:DoCtor reckons here 
withouthis Hoſt. ' You ſay, Mr."Do@or, 
'Tis aPrinciple in Phyficks, that. the ſpace 
which a Body occupies, mult be equal to 
the Body-that occupies it. - Bur: what 
Phyſicks cell you ,>thar a Body''in one 
place, occupying a'fpace equal to'it ſelf, 
cannot poſſibly ar the ſame time be-elſe= » 
where;,without occupying there any place 
at alls* (char is) becpreſent there, with- 
out' a'local-preſence:?22And it "this carr, 
poſſibly be,your Phyficks are quiteftruck 


dumb,and/your Demonſtration blowti up” * 


from'its'very'foundation. .Now-that this 
fuppoſition4s more thanameetly poſlibles 
4 + a ; 


[s clear from the common opinion of the 
learned, who maintain that aQually the 
ſupreme Heaven. occupies no place. Se- 
eovdly Allowing the Door his own ſup- 
poſition iz That ene and the ſame Body, at 
the ſame time occupies two different places, 
equal toat ſeif. What follows ? There- 
fore Firft, (replies the Door) This Body 
& equal to ", two ſpaces\ which are double 
to one ſingle ſpace." Therefore 24ly, The Bo- 
ay ts double to that bady 1n one. ſingle ſpace. 
And thirefore 3dly,0ne and the ſame body 
& double to it ſelf. _'1 deny al} theſe three 
Therefores z which are to more. than 
meer empty Paralogiſmes. Ler.ns exa- 
minethe firſt inference (of which the two 
others depend) concluding from the bo- 
- dies being in twoiplaces at once, that the 
ſaid body is equal, tv rhole two. ſpaces, 
What needs u*nat, Mr, Door ? It is e- 
rough that in each of thoſe two.ſpaces, it 
be only equal or-commenſurate to that 
determinate place*1t; there occupies (lup- 
pole of fix Cubits4) and in_ neither -of 
* them, .<qual or. commenſurate to aſpace 
_ of 12, Cubits. . Bur yer kirther;- admit 
© the pody were made equal t0-thaſe two 

H ſpaces, 


LR 
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Tpaces, which ate double to one ſingle 


[pace. How does it follow from hence, 
that che body is double to it (e1f ? Let us 
ſuppoſe a body of one Cubir, rarified to 
its double dimenſion of two Cubits. 
WuHll Philoſophy allow this inference for 
current ? Yize This body 1s now-equal to 
two places, which are double to a place 
of one ſingle Cubit. Therefore the body 
is double to that body,in the place of one 
ſingle Cubic z Therefore double to it ſelf. 
What anlwer you give to this inſtance, 
will ferve for an Anſwer to your own Ar= 


- gument- Again, ler us take a rational 


ſoul, informing a body a ſpan in length : 
Then let us ſuppoſe the ſame body grown 
up to:two ſpans, and Kill informed by the 
ſame ſoul. Behold now another parallel 
of the Doedtor's Argument. This Soul is 
co-extended and commenſurate to two 
ſpans,which are double to one ſingle fparr; 
therefote the ſoul is double to tharſoul, 
which was under one ſpan therfore dous; 
ble ro it ſelf. Is not this rare divinity ? 
Ler the Door ſhow a macerial diſparity 
in theſe two caſes,or elſe acknowledg the 


mconcluſtvencts of his own o5jetion. Bur 
oY , L 2 hs 


my 


( | 
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ks may pleaſe to remember, that the plas 


ces being contitiued, or diſcontinued, in 


one'or the other caſe, will nothing avail 
him , unleſs he can demonſtrate-, that 
which the Schools will not eaſily ſab- 
ſcribe unto$ to wit, that each ſubje& ows 
irs unity, ro the unity of place; and not 
roits own intrinfickeflence. Thus much 
in Anſwer to his Phylicks. 

In his Second ObjeRion, the Metaphi-. 
ſicks are up in armes againſt us,in defence 
of their great Maxime ; That the notion 


of Unum, is to be Indiviſum a fe, as well 


as Diviſum a quolibet alio. The firſt part 
of which Maxime ſeems to be manifeſtly 
infringed by us, putting a poſhbility of 
one Bodics being in more places at once: 
For in this caſe, the body will be Diviſum 
aſe, and both Unum and Mults. Fhus the 
Dodor. And I ſhall crave the favour to- 
retutkn my Anſwer in che ſame Language 
the Objeftion ſpeaks. To rhe firſt then, 
I reply thus : It will be Diviſum 4 ſe ſe- 
cundum ſubſtantiam ; 1 deny it. It will 
be Diviſum:a ſe quoad locum x, tranſeat, 
Then Secondly, 1 deny, that it will be 14. 
nw © multa; but only Unum in multi: 

: One 
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One and the ſame in many places.. Se" 
condly, I anſwer to the Objc&ion, that 
the Doctor here rowles the ſame Stone, 
and relapſes into the ſame error, which 
was reproved in the former Objection, 
as building upon a falſe and ruinous bot- 
toms for he ſuppoſes that eſſential unity 
is derived from the unity of local pre- 
ſence, and nor from the intrinſick Prin- 
ciples of rhe Subject: For unleſs we grant 
this ſuppoſition, it will not follow, that 
the ſame body being in divers placcs art 
onceis divided from it felf,any more than 
it is divided from 1ts intrinſick Principles, 
which it can never be by plurality of 1o- 
cal preſence, they being wholly cxtrinſe- 
cal to the ſubje&t. Thiraly, I anſwer, that 
both this , and the precedent ObjeRion 
are of pernicious conſequence, as putting 
armes into the hands of Infidels, to at- 
tempt againſt the miſtery of the ever az 
dorable Trinity. For, as the Doctor ar- 
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: | ces at once, it will follow that the faid 
Body is double to it ſelf : So it may be con- 
cluded with 'greater plauſibiliry by the 
Amitrinitarian, that it one and the ſame 
E' 3 divine 
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gues, that if one body can te in two pla-, 


ſons at once, it will. follow that the ſame 


nature will be trebl to it ſelf. Andas he 


objects that from the hypotheſis of one 
Bodies being in divers placcs at once, the 
ſequel will 6 that the ſame body will be 
Diviſum-4 fe, contrary to one piece of 4 


= 


Metaphyſiczl Principle; of the notion of | 


Unum, bcing Tadrviſuas a ſe : So may the 
Antitrinitarign obje& with a more cloſe 
Logick, that from the hypotheſis of one 
nacure being in three diſtin& Perſons, the 
ſequel will be, that the ſame nature will 
be Diviſa a ſe, and alſo not Diviſa ab aliis 
( becaule really identified with three di- 
ſtin& Perſons) which is contrary to the 
whole Metaphyſical Principle of the yotion 
of Unum, being Indiviſum a ſe, & diviſum 
_ 4 quolibet alio, And if there ve any dilpa- 
rity in the caſe, ir is wholly on rhe Antis 
trintrarians fide, and to his advantage. 
The Do&or's Third Objeftion is from 
the Mathcmarticks. I ſhall give it Verba- 


/ «. timfrom his own Pen.The Conncil of Trent 


ſaying, that in the ſeparation of the parts 0 
'T, j P 


\{ the ſpecies ( that which bears the outward 
ſhow of Bread and Wine) that from this di- 
ISI SANT viſion, 
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divine nature, can be in three diſtinA Per. 
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viſion, there is a parting of the whole, divi- 
ded into ſo many entire bodies of Chriſt, the 
body of Chriſt being always at the ſame time 
equal to it ſelf, it follows that a part of the 
diviſion is equal to the whole, againſt that 
common notion in Euclid, that the whole is 
bigger than. the part. The Reader may 
pleaſe to take notice that-the DoQtor here 
gives us his own Paraphrale for the words 
of the Council. Now to the Objetion, 


Surely the Mathematicks, which Icht the . 


Door this notion, never gave him com- 
miſſion to abuſe his borrowed Principle 


by ſo unskilful a miſapplication : For hts 


Argument is this - 1t follows from the 
Council's dofrine, that a part of the di- 
viſion 15 equal to the whole, contrary to 
the generally eſtabliſhed;notion of. the 
Mathematicks, that the Whole is bigger 
than the Part. I anſwer : The Argu- 
ment 15 meer Cobweb ſtuff; half an Eye 
is enough to look through it : For theſe 


words of the Doctors [That 4 part of the” © 


diviſion is equal to the whole) either reter 
to the ſpecies (and then it is falſe that a 
part of the diviſion 1s equal to the whale) 
or they point at the Body of Chriſt (and. 
E 4 then 
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nente:) for there is no diviſion of any part 
of Chriſt's Body from the whole, | 
His Fourth ObjeQion is from Logick, 
In Logick (ſays the Doctor) it is a Maxime, 
that the parts agree indeed with the whole, 
but diſagree one with another, But in the 


aboveſaid diviſion of the Hot or Sacrament, 


the parts do ſo well agree, that they are en- 
tirely the very ſame jndividual thing. And 
whereas any diviſion , whether Logical or 
Phyſical, is the diviſion of ſome one into ma- 
ny, this is but the diviſion of one jnto one, 
and it ſelf. My anſwer to this is, that I 
may with much more reaſon ſay,that this 
and the precedent ObjeQion 15 bur zhe 
diviſion of one into one and it ſelf. For this 
15 the ſame in effe&t with the former,and 
requires no new Anſwer. Becauſe theſe 


his trifling expreſſions; if applied to the. 


ſeparated ſpecies,are falſey if ro Chriſts 
body, then they proceed pon a falſe ſup- 
poſitions as hath 'been declared in my 


Anſwer to the Third ObjeQtion. And 


\ therefore Logick hath great reaſon to take 


it ill at the Doctor's hands,” for making 
her inſtrumental ro ſuch an illogical diſ- 
| AO OGABRIE TEL 
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hen the words ate De ſubjedto non ſuppo: 
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But the Door diftruſting the Rrengrh 
Ic 


of his Logick, calls in his Metaphyſicks 
again to her relief» and gives us a Fifth 
and mixed Objeftion from Logick and 
Metaphyſicks. Tranſubſtantiation, ſays he, 
implies that the ſame thing is, and is not at 
the ſame time. For that individual thing, 
that can be, and ts to be made of any thing, 
i not. Now the individual body of Chriſt is 
to be made gf the Wafer conſecrated, for it is 


turned into his individual body. But his in- 


dividual body was before the Conſecration. 


Wherefore it mas, and it was not at the ſame. 
time. Which is againſt that Fundamental + 
Principle in Logick and Metaphyſicks , that 


both parts of a contradittion cannot be true: 


ar that the ſame thing cannot both be, and 


not be at once. Thus-far the Door in 
his own expreſſions. Now before I an- 


{wer his ObjeQion z there are two ar + 


three particulars deſerve a curlory res 
flection. And firſt a knowing Reader can- 


not chuſe but ſmile to ſee, (Can be) or a. 
capacity of being brought in for a piece 


of an Argument to prove that a thing is 
not : That individual thing that can be (ſays 


the Doftor) and is to be made of any thine, | 


is 
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"vs not. Secondly, It is here obſervable; Þy 
" how fondly the DoGor plays the confi- 
dence Dogmatizer,aflerting as evident (for 
in this Chapter he profeſſedly pretends to | j 
evidence an undeniable demonſtration. ) 
That that individual thing that can be azd | fe 
is to be made of any thing, is not, As if || » 
forſooth it were evidently demonſtrable, | y 
that that individual thing, which is to || \ 
day actually in being, could not poſſibly I | 
be deſtroy'd, and made anew again to || { 
morrow by a ſecond generation. For if || 1 
this be abſolutely poſſiblezit will be falſe | |! 
to day to utter this Propoſition : ( That 
individual thing that can be, and is to be - 
made of any thine, is not.) And is not this 
raſhly to fetter God's Omnipotency, and 
to go about to wreſt a power out of his 
Almighty Hand, which he may have, for 
any thing the Door knows to the con- 
tfary. Thirdly, It 1s pitty to obſerve 
his words in the next Propoſition. The 
individual body of Chriſt, ſays he, is to be 
c. made of the Wafer conſecrated. Which im- 
\ plics.as much as if the Water were the 


a 


- material cauſe of Chriſt's body. What 
* Philoſopher ever ſpoke thus unphiloſo- 
need phically?. 


| That the Wafer is turned ( or converted} 


® > * 
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| phically ? Yer to make amends, he it I» 


mediately contradicts himſelf, and adds, 


into his individual body. Which is a mach 
different thing from being m4de of the Wa- 
fer, But the particle ( for ) goes beyond 
wonder. The individual body of Chrift is 
made of the Wafer conſecrated ( mark the 
word ) for it is tarned into his individual 
body. Which is a picce of as Tearned non- 
ſenſe,as if he (id in open terms, Becauſe 
the Wafer is turned tnto Chriſt's body, 
by a tqtal Converſion, which excludes a 
material cauſe ; therefore his Body is 
made of the Wafer by generation, which 
requires 4 material cauſe. Thus unfor- 
tunate are the Aﬀts and Sciences, when 
they engage againſt G O Is Church. I 
come now to his Argument; Zranſub- 
ſtantiatien , ſays he , implies that the ſame 
thing is, and is not, at the (ame time. This 
I deny. Firſt, Becauſe Phyſicks have rew- 
dred it probable,that a thins which aQu- ' 
ally is, may be reproduced, withour lo- 
ſing irs actual exiſtence. And if we ſhould 
ſay, that Chriſts body is thus reproduced 
in the Sacrament , it will nor follow, thar 

the 
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the Body of Chrift is» and is not at once; 


is not by a ſecond production, till after 
the Conſecration, Secondly, 1 will aflign 
the Door another way, whereby to c- 
vade his contradiction : for as in nutriti- 
on and augmentation, when new matter 
is added to the body, (by converſion of 
our food and ſuſtenance into fleſh) the 
»oul preſently begins to inform this new 
matter.” And there is no need of prody- 
Cing a new. voul, which was not before; 
but only the Soul begins to be, where 
it was not before : So when the Hoſt is 
converted into the Body of Chriſt, no 
neceſſity enforces us to grant the produ- 
Qion of a new body, which was not be- 
fore, but only that the body begins to be, 

© Where it was not before, * © 
* Let the impartial Reader' now judge 
what great cauſe the Doctor had to cry 
-Victory. before his time, and ſo manfully 
'© To word'us.down, and conclude HeQtor- 
\ more fully and entirely contradictions, and 
| \ repugnant to all ſenſe and reaſon,to all indu« 
| * bitable 
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to. wit , before the Conſecration : bur' 
only that it-is by a firſt production, and 


like, as he does ; That nothing could be. 


| bitable Princip 
'Þ this fiewent of Tranſubſtantiation** ſo thaf 
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les of all Art and Science thi 


any one ( ſays he ) that is not a meer Bipot, 
may be as aſſured that Tranſubſtanmiation is 
4 meer figment, or enormous falſhood, as of | 
any thing elſe in the whole World. - 1 won- 

der whether they be not as meer Bigots;z 
with the Doctor, whoever believethe mi- 
ſery of the Holy Trinity, For let him 
but compare the myſteries of Tranſub- 
ſtantiation and Trinity together , and 
then he ſhall be to me more than a grear 
Apollo, # he can ſhew that there is any 
thing more fully and entirely contradidtioas, 
and repugnant to all ſenſe and reaſon, to all 
indubitable Principles of all Art and Sci 
encc,in the firſt miſtery, then in the later, 
And that any one who: is not a meer Bigot 
may be more aſſured, that Tranſubſtantiation 

is a meer figment or enormous falſhood, then: » 
Trinity. And I deſire him to inftance in» 
particniar by what Argument he has at- 
tempted to conclude'the impoſſibility of . 
one Bodies being in divers places at once; 
which is not emboldened trom hence to 
lift up its head much more plauſibly a- 
gainſt the Unity and Trinity of God, to 
EVINCG 


| (633 A - 
bvince the impoſſibility of one divine nas 

wre in three diſtin& Perſons, really iden- 
tified with each Perſon, and yet moft 
Krictly one in eflence,undiftinguuſh'd and 
undivided from it (elf. ( 
' If Dr. cAore would proceed as every 
good and well-grounded Chriſtian ought 
to do,he ſhould rather make the ſceming 
impoſſibility of theſe rwo myſtetics an| - 
aryument of their being true and divinely | 
nſpircd dodtrines: For ſo we may right« | ; 
ly fay 1n reſpe@ of both z The more incre- | : 
able, the more credible. That is 3 by how } 
muchthe more incredible theſe myſteries | } 
| 

| 


are, if we only conſult our ſenſes, and rhe | 
bare ſentiments of the natural man ; by 
fo much the more credible it is, that 


there lies agdivine revelation at the bor- | 
tome ; and that no art, perſwaſion, force; | 
or any thing elſe in the whole World,but | 
a divine Authority, gould ever have 
wrought ſo firm and general a belict in 
the hearts of men of ſuch high and tran- 
ſcendent objects; 


The 
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of The Fourth '$SeGion. 


ind "Fe 
'| Containing an Anſwer to the Fourth 


ery Fifth and Sixth Chapters. 
rht | 
ing N the entrance of the Fourth Chap- 
an ter the DoGtor falls foul upon the 
ely| Council of Trent, for teaching, That the 
ats | Saints raigning with Chrift offer np their 
re- | Prayers for Mew ; and that it is 2ood and 
»w | profitable humbly to invecate them, and to 
es | fly to their mediation, aid and ſuccour, for 
he | the ebtatning of God's bleſſrugs, through Fe- 
by | {ws Chrift bx Son. This the Door terms 
1at | making the Saints the more exadly like 
21- | the: Pagans Dit Mrdioxumi, and the De» 
ce, | Mons thar negotiated the affairs of Men 
ut | with the higheſt Deities, Now to prove 
ve | thart-this kind of-invacation at Sgints 1s 
in | down" right Idolatry, and by conſequence 


i 


n- | that we are worſhippers of talſe:Gods, he . 


copjures up a ſpirit, which for irs many 
names, and bad qualities, may well be 
termed Legion: 77, the 34.4th.$th.6rb. 
and 84,ConcJuſions of the firſt hapcg- 

( | s 


F. 


ty 
Adal aor the 5th. 7th. $th, 10th; 11th. 126} Ye 
13th. 14th, 15th. and 24th, Concluſions off Pu 
the Second Chapter. 'But I hope my any C: 
{wer to theſe Concluſions, in the firſt and} he 
f:xcond Section of this Diſcourſe,” will gi 
prove. exorciſm enough to lay this foul up 
unclean Spirit of Calumny,and filence its ol 

 impertinencies. 

- Inthe reſt of this fourth; and the rob 
enſuing Chapters, the Doftor acts amew 
Perſon: For laying aſtde/his former Con: 
| cluſions and Demonftratt-J 
- Proteſtants ons, he-trades now-wholy| 01 
Tranſlate it , in Quotations; languifbingh tO 
Doting about about Queſtions and Strife] Al. 
Rxeſtions. o words.'\ I thall not "be D 
| diſcourteous as to fel P: 
Him: the A poſtles: Text afrer: the-Protes | 5: 
{tanr e==akc" rar Amongſt theſe Qgos | 9! 
« 4tations--wearc to meetwith'a great. dearth | 4! 
of reaſon : Three entire Chapterschaving | !! 
much”"ado to furniſh- out marter iforone ſ 
| . TI acger and that a/poor one tooy God V 
 \{knows.; : His buſinel(s1s' to lay down; and | ' 
ary his Reader: with [a'number-ot':fer | Z 
| fotmegof Invocatiof of Sints, whichihe 
A Woah 'to' be: ann idolacious, 
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thÞ Yet ſcarce ever We cM the Churches 
; off Publique Prayers, as herLiturgys,Litatly, 
anf Canonical Hours, Pontifical or Ritual; 
ndj he plays at ſmall game and ſerves-inthe' 
/if gleanings of his own obſervation, picked 
Dulf up here and there, out of ſeveral Books 
its} of devotion g as the Roſary of out Lady, 
+ the Mary Plalter, and others : importing 
(as he glofſeth upon his Text) thar the 
wi Raniſts in their Prayers to Saints (eſpe- 
| cially to the Blefſed Virgin) ask of them 
ti-| fuch things as are only in the power of 
Hyl our great Saviour and Redeemer Chriſt 
zg4 0 grant : Such as are, to protect us from 
ifeſ all evil, and from all the frauds of the 
bel Devils To grant us ftrength, courage, and 
vel patience ; ſpiritual illumination of rhe 
6] Soul, and purgation thereof from the filth 
os | of Sin; To comfort and ſupport us in the 
th | aZony of death, and to condu& us hence |» 
ig | into Eternal Life. Laſtly, He recounts -/ 
16 | ſome particular addrefles to the Blefſed 
jd | Virgin Mary, under the Title*ot Salua- . 
d | trix, as begging ſalvation of her, with « 
« | Domina ſakuum. me far: O Bleſſed Lady, 
ſave me. Fron\ whence he deduceth theſe 
conſequenceszas the bounteous over flow- 
= ings 


wc 


her.,.as are in the power of none but of Feſus 
Chriſt as he is God, to grant : That we make 
the Eternal God: head 4s hypoſtatically uni- 
ied with the Virgin, as with Chriſt Himſelf : 
That we make Her mage and the 

Daughter of Godin as high a ſenſe,as Chri 
Py gens fo to the aalirs of his Qt 
tations-({ having not the Books at hand to 
examine them ) I can neither accuſe nor 
acquit him. But I ſhall allow him all 
the fair play in the World, by ſappoſing, 
his allegations to be true, and freely ta- 
king them upon truſts Though his carri- 
age hitherto gives us no great cauſe to 
ſuſpe& him guilty of roo much candor 
in that kind. Let us then ſingle out one 
of the moſt harſh- ſounding forms of In- 
; vocation, that is ro be found throughout 
all the three Chapters : and if that,which 
is ſecmingly the unſoundeſt(nay virtually 
. Includes all the reſt) and grates upon a 
Chriſtian eare with the greateſt ſhow of 
offence of all others, may yer admit of an 
Orthodox ſenſe, and this by clear warrant 
from Holy Scripture ; then I hope the 
reſt; which are not ſo ſeemingly in = 
| hiable 


= he » 
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ings of his Pen; That we ask ſuch things of 


” 


m_— 
fiable as this,may 1h all reaſon be excuſed” 
- | from that odious Epithite of 7dolatrowe, 
ke | afid I from the labour of all further dÞo-* 
3- | logy intheir behalf. And there is-no form 
#. | of invocation produced þy the Dottor of . 
he | 2 higher of harſher ſtrain'than this,wher. 
if} Þy falvation ſeems ro be begged of our 
o- | Lady, faying, Dominks ſalvum- mt fat. . 
” Fleſld Lady ſave me: But, why mutt this 
or | form netds be idolatrouss Muſt the flo*' 
111 wer which yields a wholeſome juyce ro 
g, | the induftrjous Bee, needs be bad, becauſe 
z- | the venomous Spider turns it into poiſon? 
i» | Hony ſoit qui mal y penſe,is an uſeful piece 
tof| of morality inthings of ambiguous con- 
or} ſtruction ; For in this caſe, the evil ts on- 
ne ly to him, that evil thinks. And it ts very 
n- | poſſible rhat he who makes this form of 
nut Invocation a piece. of his Litany 0 Domts 
chi 14 falvims me fac. Bleſſed Lady ſave m./ 
ly} May think no more evil in it, nor be i 

2 | atly motedanger of committing idolatry 
of | thereby, thay Saint Paw! was, when wri-- 
an ting to the RoFpryps (Rom. 11. 14.) he ut- 
nel tered theſe wordO_7f by any means I may 
' provoke to emulation Nhem which are my 


fleſh , and might ſave ſome of them. Or, 
| | F 
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when he ſpeaks to the Corjnthians in this: 
ſort (1 Cor. 9.22.) I ammade all things 


zo alt Men, that 1 might SAVE all; or,as 
you read,T hat by all means 1 might. SAVE 


ſome; which is all one, as to our preſent. 


purpoſe.” Conceive now that ſome. hum- 
ble and well-meaning ſuppliant had made 
his applications:ta the Apoſtlein this ve- 
ry form of Prayer ; Holy Apoſtle SAVE 
me. \\Nhat idolatry had it been to Petitis 
an. Saint Paul for a favour, which he. pro- 


fefſed himſelf both ready and able-to. 


grant ? . for here the Apoltle clecrly fup- 
polcth in himſelf not only the will, bur 
the power of ſaving Sqyls. But in what 
ſenſe ? not in the quality of a God, bur 
as inſtrumental to their ſalvation by his 


Ptayers and Preaching, So that ( Holy 4-. 


Poſtle SAVE me :) had ſignified no morg, 


then, Holy Apoſtle teach me the may of ſal- 
wation : or, Holy CA poſtle pray for my ſal- 
wVation, Say now the ſame in: our caſes. 


that as Saint Paul had upon Earth, ſo the 


Virgin hath in Heaven the like,or a.greate + 
cp. power of SAVING »oouls,. by her Pa«. 


tranage, Prayers, and Mediation :. Her 


dignity and place-(as Mother of God) af- . 
| fording 


tes Fx E1* ton... an ano ov 4. N 
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fording her 2 heerer acceſs to the Throne: 
of Grace, | And if the words of the a- 
boveſaid Invocation-be expounded.in this 
mannez- (as taking our-mealures, from the. 
Apdſtles own words and. meaning) it.will 
be one and the ſame kind of addreſs, to 
ſay ; Bleſſed Lady ſave me : or, Bleſſed 
Lady pray for my ſalvation. And fo all 
the forms of Praycr aſſigned by the Door 
taken in the ſenſe of the Apoſtle, will a- 
mount to no. more than a meer Ora pro 
nobis, Now Whereas the Door was 
pleaſed ro diſcharge. his Vollies of ca=- 
lumnies againſt us, upon the account of 
this, and the like formes of Invocation g 
let him turn his Paper- pellets againſt-the 
Apoſtle, and diſcharge the overflowing; 
of his gall upon him, as afluming to him- 
{c1f a Soul-ſaving Powef in the Texts a- 
boveſaid ; and he may pleaſe to tell him g 


That hereby he takes #pon him to do ſuch a” 
| thing, as is in the power of none but Feſus 
Chriſt, as he is God, to do ; That he makes + 
| the Eternal God Head as hypoſtatically uni- 


ted to. him(elf, as with Chriſt ; and ſo makes 
himſelf a ſecond Chriſt, and the Son of God, 


3 o- 


* 


[in as high a ſenſe,as Chriſt is his Son, The ' | 


*- "0p 
inference is equally concluding, either in 
both caſes or neither + And therefore ir 
ſhall be at the Do&or's choice, either to 
clear us, or condemn the Apoſtle, with | ' 
whom we ſhall not fear ke ſand, or fall, | * 


——_—— 
— 


The Fifth Section. 


Which is, in Anſwer to the Three 
next Chapters. 


T N the begining of the Seventh Chap- 
ter the Do&or lays down the doQtrin 
of the Council of Trent in theſe termes. 
That the Images of Ghrift,of the bleſſed 
Virgin, and other Saints are to be had and 
retained in Churches, and that due honor 
 andreverence is to be done to them. Here 
\\the Doctor gives us a learned antitheſis 
"between the Commandement of God.and 
the decree of this Council. Thus much, 
 fays he; as the Council of Trent has decla- 
red touching Images is plain and open idola- 
try by the Seventh Concluſien of the firſt 
Chapter,and expreſly azainſt the Command: 
ment of God, who forbids us to make avi: 
| | gravi.'|. 
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graven, Image to bow down to, or worſhip 
But the Council of Trent ſays, yes, Je may 
wake graven Images of the Saints, and. ſet 
them up in their Temples, and give then 
their due honour and worfhip; nay, ye ouzht 
to do ſo; and initances in the very att of 
bowjng , or kneeling and protrating our 
ſelves before thems The like Rhetorical 
flouriſh he uſes againſt the Second Coun- 
cil of Nice in the next Chapter. But how 
weak, frivolous, and Phariſaical this An- 
titheſis is, I have ſufficiently declared in 
my Anſwer .to the Second, and Seventh 
Concluſions of the firſt Chapter. He 
goes on, ſaying, That this definition of the 
G palpably againſt the Command- 
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_ divers others which follow-in the fffh 


94.28, Deut. 4+ 13, But that any part of 
the Decalogue, which our Carechiſmes 
teave out, is One of the Ten, the Scrip- 
ture is not yet-in beeing, by-which ir can 
be nixde out. . The Scripture'indeed des: 
livers the Decalogne unto us 1n the Twen+ 
tierh Chapter of Exodus, (which we own 
ro a tittle) but doth not divide and parcel 
it out {9 punctually unto us, but that Or 
thodox Divines (even Satnt Auſtive and 
Saint Hijerome)have been divided amonegft 
themſelves about the diviſion of it. As 
for theſe words; Thou ſhalt nct make unto 
thee any graven Image, or any likeneſs of 
any thing that is in Heaven above, or that is 
in the Earth beneath, or that is in the Water 
nnuder the Earth : Thou fhalt not bow down 
thy felf to them nor ſerve them, Theſe 
words I fay according to our School-men 


. (following. herein the opinion of Saint Au- 
\{:ne) do make bur one with the firſt of 


not worſhipping other gods. Hereupon 
divers of our Catechiſmes, as being ab- 
breviations of Chriſtian dorin,fitted to 


« the weaker memories of the vulgar,leave 


out the aboveſaid words, t6gether with 


and 
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deſcendence to the capacities of the igno- 


Commandement of the Decalogue : fo, 


| | (73) 
and ſixth Verſe; as alſo others belongs 
ing tothe Commandement of keeping the 
Sabbothyin the Ninth, Tenth,and Eleventh 
Verſe. Now as our Catcchiſmes leaving 
out theſe laſt words, through meer con- 


rant, are not, nor cannot juſtly be cenſu- 
red by Proteſtants, as omitting any one 


before the Door could rightly: charge 
us with leaving out the Second Com- 
mandement, he ought at leſt ro have gone 
about to. prove, that that which he calls 
the Second, is really a diſtin Comman. 
dement from the firſt : and that' the un- 
derſtanding is not the ſame, whether we 
divide the Precepts- of the firſt Table in- 
to-three, or into four Commandements, 
This he abfolutely omitting to do, his 
charge proves a meer calumny, and bear- P; 
ing falſe witneſs againſt his Fi nn 
And fo whilſt he pleads for his Second, 
he very uncharirably breaks -his Niath - 
Commandement. " 
Thus far the Do&or having diſcharged * 
his paſſion againſt the Council's doQrin, 
his next exceptions againſt the ground, 
or 


CAA RO 
_ arceafop. of the {aid doftrine: for wher-| 
' #5 the,Cgpncil declares, that due honour 
and ,xeverence ,is to be done to Images, . 
:becauſe che honour dove o.the Image is b 
xeferr'd to. the Prototype, or thing repres , 
1ented. Againſt this, the DoGor argues q 
inthis fort: The reference, ſays be, is tis 
Shes 38 .vertue of that Junilitude the Inages 
have with thoſe Perſons they repreſent : Or 
elſe rhys reference nithout any regard to 
perſonal fipuilitude,) from the direction of 
The intention of the devotionit, Then he 
Juppoſing thar neither of theſe ways are 
maingainable, he infers.that;by no means, 
can-the;honour done to:the .image be re- 
ferr'd to,the Prototype, or;thing repreſen- 
red. ' Now that this,reference is not in 
vertue of che {imilitude the images have 
with ,thoſe -Perſons they. repreſent , he 
. Proves, Fjrft,Becaulc it 15 oftentimes un- 
'*-certain, whether there be.any ſuchſimili- 
tude.of figure betwixt the Image and the 
Prototype. Secondly, It may fo happen, | 
that the Image may be more like ſome- 
thing. elſe, then it is to the Prototype * 
For example, the Image of a gaint, may 
 Poſkbly belike ſome finger, inwhich.cale 
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. litude of ſignification z the Image fſignie 
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pour. due to the ſames. Thirdly,No Imar 
pes can be like the Saints, who are now [e- 
parated Souls. Fourthly,}|hes terreftiti- 
al Tmage (lays the NoRar) can poſſibly re- 
preſent him, that 1s truly Pearhgovee, God- 
Man, and is not the objet# of pur adqration, 
but as he' is this divine Complexums, a mell 
of the divinity, as of the humanity. 

To the Argument I anſwer, that this 
reference-is in vertue of that ſimilirude, 
which the Image hath with the-Proto- 
type.as including the direGion of the 10Þ 
tention of the Devotioniſt ,7pſo F4o thas 
he is ſuppoſed to be a rational Agent, 
And therefore the DoQor's disjunctive 
Dilemma is vtry vain and deſytive. To 
the firſt of the four proofs, my Anfiver 
is, that the honour done to the Image 
may be refe:r'd to the Prototype, thaugh 
there be no perſonal ſimilitude of ewe” 
berwixt the Image and the Perſon it re- 
preſents. For beſides the {imilizyde of - 
figure, there is another fimilitude, which » 
the DoQor, if he pleaſe may call-a fimi- ? 


fying the dignity, quality, or oper per- / 


 keQions 


{ 
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feRtions 6f the Prototype : Thus,though|* 
there'be no perſonal fimilicude of figure, be 


betwixt God and man, yet man was made 


after the Image and likeneſs of God, Gen: 
x. 26, And he whothonours man; as he 


is the Ittiage of God, honours God in his 
Image. And therefore if where there is 
no ſ{imilitude of figure,ſurely much more 


where there is a {pecifical ſimilitude of 


figare,the honour done'to the image,may 
be referr'd to the Prototype z as it hap- 
pens in the caſe of the Images of Chriſt, 
and/his Saints. To the SecondI anſwer; 
that "the caſe the: Door puts 15 -more 
than poſſible : For it did a&tnally ſo fall 
out inthe images of the Angels or Che- 
rubims over the Ark,which Gf we regard 
perſonal ſimilitude of figure and feature) 
were more like ſome material and terre* 
ftrial' Beeings, thew thoſe incorporcal 
intelligences; 'and yer the honour done 
ro: them WAS referred to the Prototypes. 


Whetice'it 4.9 that it is the ſimili- ' 
c 


tade of fignification, more than the ſimi- 
hrude'of' figure and feature, which draws 


the honour after it. My Anſwer to the , 
\, Third'i$,'that our Images pretend not to 
Tate 2a rep:cleng 
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repreſent. the Saints, as deveſted of their 
Bodies, but only according to their for- 


le mer tate under the Church militant,wirh 
-n; [ſome additional marks of a Crown, or 


Lawrel, or ſome ſuch ſignificative repre« 


'[ntatives of their triymphant Rate in 


Glory, Yet,under favour, why may nor 
an image be like a ſeparated Soul, as well 


fas like an Angel or Cherubim £ If any 


one RG that according to the Princt- 
ples of the late revived Platonick Philo- 
ſophy,Angels have their Bodies,and why 
may not thoſe Bodies have their Images? 
Such a Replyer may pleaſe 

to refle, that ( b:{ides Gus autcr of 185 
that no one wx F fu got 7 —— or = 
fight, of thoſe Angelical $euience off 
Bodies) «The fame Prin- dota, Co ey 


a bener Subje& ) 
ciples allow unto: Souls pathrn cnet. 


ſeparated and diſcharged ter of Dr. Mere, 
from theſe graſs terreftri- 


” , 


al Elements, the like Acrial or Mtherial 


, 


Vehicles with Angels; and therefore un- 


der this notion, either both, or neither of 
them, are capable of an imagery repreſen» 
tation, - To the fourth, I anſwer,that the 


"[DoRor's queſtion, cither comes to no-" 


thidg, of 


thing-of t6ſotiething wotſe than nothing] in 
which is it left indire& Blaſphemy : for, 
if a terreſttiat Image can poſſibly repre gl 
ſehr that Perfoti, who is $iaYy&# God:Þ| nc 
Man, then the Do@or's Query falls toff tt 
norhibs. Butt if 4 terreſtrial Image catsf tc 
not , -then ticither Cab a terreftrial Eye re-J hi 
Preſet that Perſon,who is truly lerifond 
God-Mah ; and ſo the Apoſtles, whillt 
living, did fever ſce that Perſon, who wa 
Sie#%«r9e  God-Man.; which is no lefs 
than blaſphemy, and ſo worſe than- ne 
thing: implying that that Perſon, called 
Fefus Chriſty whom the Apoſtles, daily 
beheld with their eyes, Was not SerPpoat] 
God-Man. 

| Having done with the Council off fo 
Trent, the DoQor begitis to pick quarrels] t1 
with the Second Council of Nice, pre-| l; 
\ tending the do@rine of this .. Council] 6 

* ronching the worſhip of Images to be] D 
groſly idolatrouss and fo this purpole hel w 
produceth divers Obje&ions, which it} A 
were a {in againſt Logick ro call proofs] u 
ſo little there is of manly reaſon in them] p 
\ But becauſe he gives us not the Councils] h; 
owti words, but cofirents himſelf with 
ATT inſtans 
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inſtancitig i one ot two'weik atgunients 


T of his own RO: which le wontd 


gladly father upot the Council, we ſhall 
not wrong him ſo much, as to rob him of 
the child of his own'brain, till ke pleaſes 
to take the pains to prove it to be none of 
his own, Nor doth he end here, bur 
whereas the Council relates, forme mi- 
racles in favour'of the due hononr given 
to the irnages of Chriſt and his Saints, 
theſe he moſt profoundly confures by an 
unanſwerable laughter : From laughing, 
he immediately falls a louring $ and the 
reaſon is, becauſe this Council declares 
that iris lawful to burn Candles Incenſe, 
and Perfumes in hotiour of the Saints be- 
fore their Images, which he in an angry 


mood concludes to ſmelt rankly of tdo- 


litty, even ( ſays he) by the authority of 
Grotius himſelf upon the Decaloene, Good | 
Door, decetve not your ſelf. Grotlus” 
was no Papiſt, is you ſeem to imagirte. 
And if you will not believe me, take it 
upon truſt from your good friend Do@ot 
Pierce againft Baxter, As for us, We 
have nothing to &6 With ſuch aniphibious 
heads, ſuch ſelt-divided Humorifts, hatt- | 
ig | 


J 
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ing on both ſides, as Gretis $- As if Gros 
tizs his ſingle word were of weight tg 
counterballance the Authority of a ge* 
neral Council. After. this he produceth 
the ColleQions of Photizs in Fuitel[ms, 
and adds that according to thele z one 
would think that they meant (the fachers of 
this Secohid Council of Nice) the Cultu 
Latrie to the Image of Chriſt z they uſing 
the word Jtabairuv , as if that worſhip which 
was done to the Image paſſed throagh to 


Chriſt himſelf, which would not be ſnitably 


to him, if it were not divine worſhip. Here 
Is a diſcourſe indeed, wherein all confor- 
mable Sons of the Church of Ezgland 
ate concerned : For if an intelligent Pro- 
teſtant be asked, whether, when they bow 
the Knee at the Eucharift,(which to them 
is a bare figure, or ſymbþolical preſence) 


the Church of Exg/axd intends this a& of 
«Worſhip to terminate 1n the figure, or to 
$:264wm, and paſs on to Chriſt ? If fit 


be anſwered, that this worſhip is abſo- 
Jute,and reſts in the bare figure, then Do+ 
Ror AMore's Twentieth Concluſion of his 
Second Chapter conclndes them abſolute 
Idolaters. Bur if they profeſs their wor: 


ſhip| 


(8). 


| Chip in this caſe not to be abſolute, in re* 
ſpe of the Sacramental Bread and Wine, 


but relative,and to $afaiwand paſs onto 
Chriſt, then. the Door may pccaſe to 
addreſs his aboveſaid argument to themg 
in his own terms, and (ay y One would think 
that they (that is, all conformable Prote- 
ſtants kneeling at che Euchariſt ) weant 
the Cultus Latrie to the Figure, or ſymboli- 
cal preſence, they uſing the word (or ar leſt 
the ſenſe of ) d1efbeiruw, a5 if that worſhip 
which is done to the figure or ſymbolical pre» 
ſence paſſed through to Chriſt himſelf, which 
conld not be ſhitable to him, unleſs it were 
ce worſhip. Let, him I ſay, turn this 
Argument againſt his own Brethrenz and 
] leave it to him and them to debate the 
Point; His next pretence is to prove po- 
ſitively by the teſtimony of Photixs, that 


\this Council gives the worſhip of Latria, 


to the Image of Chriſt ; and ſuch 4 king» | 


of worſhip to the Images of the Virgin Mary ; 
and the reit of the Saints, as that while we . 


adhere to their Images or Statues,we are de= 

clared to be made fit for, and to be vouch- 

ſafed a taFual union with God Himſelf, 

This done, he ivſulcingly rapers up, and 
| =... _ i 


(35) | 
totirs himſelf over us, with « double ind 
terrogatory. Can any thing, ſays he, mort 
ihflame the Souls of Men with that myſtical 
tuft after 1dols, then the dottrine of this Nis 
eene Synod ? What Philtrum more effettual 
fo raiſe up that Tdolomania, that being mad 
and loves fick after images and idols, then 
thi# ? Thus the high-flown Doctor walks 
in wonders above himſelf. ' But why all 
this laviſh'ot a pafſionare Rhetorique? 
The DoRor had plaid his Maſter-prize 
if he had given us all this rable in the 
Councils own words, But inſtead of 
that, he feeds upon reverfions at ſecond 
hand, rakes his quotations from Photiu 
( a Perſon of as much credit, as himſelf) 
and makes Photius the Paraphraſt and In 
rerpreter of the Councils meaning. But] T 
whar if the Council fay no fuch thing ? 
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. Nay, what if the Council deliver the[#f 


V 


| 


"quite contrary doftrine ? How blank then ge 


will the Do&tor's charge look, upon the] ge 
diſcovery of ſuch difingenuity £ And erui[ /x 
ly had the Doctor but raken ſo much ay[be 
a curſory ſurvey of Catholique Authors|ca 
6n this Subje& , he might have found[he 
them frequently and truly quoting this] qu 
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very Colihcil, af. 7, to: prove. that the 
Image of Chrift is not to. be honoured 
with the worſhip of Latria : but that 
fuch honour and reverence is due to ima- 
ges in general, as is to the Books of the 
Goſpel, and the holy Utenſils of the Al- 
tar, Now therefore whereas the DoQor 
was pleaſed to ask 5; What Philtrum more 
effetFual to raiſe up that-Idolomania, that be- 
mad and love-ſick after images,then thu? 
We ſhall give him leave to take to him- 
{elf this Idolomania and love-ſick humor 
after the images 'of.his own fond concep- 
tions,and the idol of his own fancy : for 
therein, and in nothing elſe conſiſts the 
main of his charge againſt us. 

Next follows the Ninth Chapter, the 
Title whereof looks big,and ſpeaks thus. 
The meaning of the dotrine of the Council 
of Trent, touching the worſhipping of ima- 
ges more diterminately illuftrated, from the * 
general pradtiſe of the Roman Church, and 
ſaffrage of their Popes, whereby it is depre- 
bended to be #il more courſely and Pagani« 
cally idolatrous. It cannot be denied, bur 
here is a fair flouriſh of words, Bur the 
qucſtion is 5 Rxid dignum tents tulit hic 


p | G 2 pro- '\ 
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promifcor hiati? Mark the words ; ( from 
the general pradtiſe of the Roman Charch;) 
And yet inftead of the ſaid general pra 
Riſe of the Roman Church , He begins 
with the particular and generally rejected 
ſpeculation of Saint Thomas and Saint Boy 
naventure, both of them declaring (-as 
the Door words it ) that the Image of 
Chriſt & to be worſhipped with the wor? 
ſhtp of Latria. Good DoGtor there is4 
great difference between &, and may be, 
The one implies an obligation, the othet 
a bare permiſſion : and you produce ng 
proof. of any ſuch obligation afferted by 
theſe holy Doors z each of which was 
roo much a Divine to be ignorant what 
Holatry is, and too much a Chriſttan to 
commit it. Now indeed that rhe Image 
of Chriſt may be worſhipped with the 
worſhip of Latria: (though expreſly cons 
trary to the doCtrine of the Second Coun» 
cil of Nite) is.thc commonly-ſuppaſed 
Opinion of 'Saint Thomgs, and Saing. Bo- 
naventure. Who as they never mention 
ſo in all l;kelihood they.never ſaw the (aid 


Council, nor the cighth GeneralSynod, | ; 
both of which lay concealed from the 
| A World” 
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World a long time, and we owe the. 
pibliſhing of them, only ra the later and 
more- inquiſitive difcoveries of the pre- 
tedent Age, Itis hard to ſay: what was: 


the meaning of theſe. two Dofors : for 


when they come to unfold their affercion, 
they wind about, and enter into ſuch nice 
diſtinRtions, as requires a long acquain- 
tance With, ' and deep inſight into the 
Schools, only ro underſtand, much more 
co foil, 'and confute them. Whercin 
Dr. More mghr very much oblige the 
World, if he pleaſed ro engage upon fuch 
4 task, as a noble cflay gf his ſpeculative 
—_—_—- Pays 
_ After Saint Thomas, and Saint Bonaven- 
fur, comes in AF9rize the Jeſuit, he alſo 
affirming (as the Door pretends }' that 
it is the conſtant Opimon of the. Theologers, 
ſo the Doftor calls'them)) chat the image 
is to be honoured and worſhipped'with the , 
ſame bonour and worſhip, that he w, whoſe 
Image'it &s Which: ( fays rhe Doctor F 
i not unlike that of the Council of -Nuce, 
287” av12n0y lev mis Tor aporTyaur oargxis, 
m the foregoing citations Here is a 
proofiels accuſation, which the” karned 
- - G3 © --icalh;) 


VER Rn” 
call a calumnpy,whereby AXprizs is niade 
the Author of a great untruth, withour 
any the leaſt allegation to evidence the 
charge. As to the Tenet, which the Do- 
Qor ſpeaks of, it is far from being the 
conſtant Opinion of our Theologers 
whereas 'tis now generally reje&ed by 
them, unleſs limited by that reſtriction | .. 
and qualifying diſtintion of wTranoylay, | 
which the DoRor either forgot,' or pur- 
polely omitted ,. in his long tradflation 
out of Photius,in the laft Chapter,though 
it was the only material ward” in the 
whole citation ; For divers indeed ( ta- 
king this reſtriction along with. them ) 
teach that the Image. may be honoured 
and worſhipped with; the ſame honour 
and worſhip with the Prototype z nat us 
nivocally but analogically,as the Schools 
Jpeak 3 which comes. to a meer , verba 
conteſt, and in reality imports a mich in- 
, feriour kind of honour done to the T» 
mage,..than. whar is. due to him in his 
own Perſav, whoſe Image it is. I ſhall 
briefly. open the diſtiction. As a: Man 
and a Liog: differ ſpecifically 3 fo a pain- 
. xd Man,and a painted Lion differ no leſs, 

contonarctel as andy  Whencs 


 _—_— 
Whence' ir is, that 'the painted. Man-is 
reduced analogically-to the ſpecies of 
Man,atid not to that of « Lion :- n& morg 
chan the -painted Lion, to the ſpecies of 


Man, fo that 4 Man, and a painted Mati 


are (chough-nat univocally) yet anal#t- 
cally the ſanie» Now, ſays our DoQors, 
look what proportion the painted 'Man 


holds with the Man himſelf ; the likes 


compariſon is to'be made between the 
honour exhibited to the painted -Mahy 
and the Mar himſelf; or'to the Pifture, 
ahd the Prototypes 'Afid therefore as the 
Man, and the paifited Man, are atalogi- 
cally the ſame - So the honour dofie to 


. the painted Man, arid the Man himſelf; 


or to the Picture and the Prototype, ate 
( nor udnivocally. bit) analogically the 
fame. Thus do Gabriel, and fone others 
interpret Saint Thomas, and Saitit Bong+ 
venture, If the DoRar underſtand the 


diſtin&ion, and like it not, he hath"his 


Chriſtian liberty to impugne 'it» If hs- 
underſtand it not, he may do well to lay 
down the Cydgels; arid leave theſe great 
Divines ro themſelves-and their ſpecula* 
tions, 4tid-tiot to obtrude-their activol+» = 
Irh G4 nicer 
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nicetics ypon us, as; part of our Church 


es Faith, or praQiſc;' whereas he himſelf 
anewiecg in the bcginning of this 
Chapter, that the Council of -Trext ne=: 


yer mentions any ſuch worſhip of Latriq: 
due to the Image of Chriſt. And twq- 


.  . General Councils,the Se- 
Concil. 7%. venth. and Eighth,declarg 
«710.7. Conc. definitively for the.cantra- 


8", attio, ult, ry. to- what . the: DoRar - 
Fan,3. * pretends; Foryſpeaking of 


the Yeneration-which is ta 


 begiyen to Images, they compare it on». 


ly with that reverence which is due to. the 
Books of the Goſpel, and the Utenſils of 
the Altar. Which are bath of them to 
be. honoyred with due Veneration z the 
one,as ſignifying holy things; the other, 


as conſecrated to holy uſes 3 both which | 


confiderations joyntly concur in the img= 
ges of Chriſt and his Saints. : 


% * 


-zhe Conſe abies and Worſhip of Jmages." 
« makes them perfeitly as the Idol-cods of the 

v cher 4 Octavius jearingly ſpeaks of the 

Heathen-gpds, in Minzcius fix: ecce fun- 

uu? febrigainr, ſcalpitur, nendum eft De- 

| I oe: Pa Hy 


$ecopdly, The DaGor pretends, That | 


LS - 
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u.— Ecce ornatyr,conſecrdtor oraturtwnc 
poſtrems-Dews eſt» © Behold it is clothed, or 
adorned, it is conſecrated and prayed unto; 
then at length it becomes a god. And if 
this will do it, the Church of Rome's Images 
will prove as good Tadol gods,as any of them 
all. Here is a calumpy 4ndecd of the fark 
magnitude, moſt uncharitably jmplying 
that the Rowan.Church prays to Images,as 
the Heathens did to their Idol-gods, The 


beſt excuſe for ſo foul a charge. is the pal- 


pable-groſsneſs of ir,whereby it may poſ- 
ſibly be hoped, that no Perſonghat-is but 
one remove from a fool,can either beligve 


the .Do@or, qr thipk that he. belicves 


4+ & 2+ 


Wo - 


po bg deceived by him, © 
"IF UE Fourthly, ' 


| (99 
 .\Eonrthly, He brings « form of conſe- 
eration- of Ingges, out of the Rowar Ris 
tuall : Grart, O God, that whoſotver before 
this Image ſhall diligently and humbly npon 
his Knees worſhip, and honour thy only be* 
gorten Son, 'or the Bleſſed Virgin, or thit | 
glorious Apoſtle or Martyr , Confeſſor ,- 6 
Virgin, 8G. That he may obtain, by his, or 
her merits and interceſſion ;grace in this pre- 
ſent life, and eternal glory hereafters Upon 
this Prayer,the Doctor defcants after this 
mater.” $o that, fays he, The Virgin and 
dther $4ints are fellow-diftributers of grace 
and glory with Chriſt himſelf to their Sup- 
Plicants before their Images yz and that upon 
their own merits; and for the ſervice done 
to them in kneeling and pouring out their 
Prayers before their ſtatues or ſymbolical 
Preſente. Thus far is the Dofor's charge 
who might have done well to have lent 
us his Opricks, or elſe ro have ſet down 
- In Capital Letters that ſentence, word, 


| * or fingle ſyllable in the aforeſaid Prayet | 


(which yet differs from that in the Rowan 
Ritnall) whereby he pretends to ihfer his 
triple confequence, For, there'is tio ſuch 
expreſſion in the whole Prayer, as Grant 
7-7 o "#) 
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| O Firing of Grant O Saint: butz;Orant 

* | 0 God. © How then do we/here make the 

e | Virgin and other Saivts fellow-diftribu+ 

# | ters of grace and glory with Chriſt hint» 

F* | felf? Much lefs do we make them fellows 

# | diftriburers of grace'and glory- with 

r | Chriſt, upon their own merits, who have 

| no merits of their own, but fuch-as:flow 

*- | fromyand have their abſolute dependance 

of the merits of Chriſt. And left of all 

are' they here made fellow-diſtiibuters 

of grace; for the ſervice done to them iti 

kneeling and praying before their ſtatues g 

there being no ſuch caufall as thar (for) 

ſpecified at all inthe Prayer. - ** 

Fifthly, His weak Eye-fight cannot en- 

r | dure the light of VWax-candles, no-more 

{| than his head the ſmoke of incenſe burns 

© | ing before the imapes of Saints/z;þath 

It | which he pretends to be idolatrous. 'Thiy 

nl heconfidently affirms, bur never offers to 

I, | - prove, gnd thereby. proves himfelt guilty 

Tt] of a Fifth Calumny:' As for Temples and , ' 

1 Altars, I have already told hinzwttcerect , 

IS] [Temples and Altars ro God alone;;reler- 

ving only a ſecondary hanour ar remems 

brace for the Saints, -, I ſha]l-vat ſou] 
. ; : \ my 
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my Paper with'taking_notice of. ſuch ung 
' fremly headllengbnes as fills vp his 
next Page: It is endughto ſay,itis more 
than becomes a modeſt Doctor. . |; 
$ixthly,He rouches at ſome moregrols 
extravagancies, which, ſays he, Though 
they have conniued at, yet they would J 
lothto:own pon publick authority : ſuch as 
the making images to ſweat, their eyes to 
moue, the making. them to ſmile, to loure, 
look '{ad, to feel hegwvy,or light,and the like, 
The Doctor's Book- would give me. the 
| lie, if 1 ſhould texts this any thing leſs 
than a.Caluniny,: ſor he brings not ſo 
much as any one- ſingle inſtance to back 
kis accufation,charging our Church with 
connivance at-ſuch-unchriſtian impoſtures 
which have ever. beet; the objcft of her 
ſharpeſt cenſures, -and-moſt exemplar (cs 
veritieswhen-ever-dereted.. , 
* Laitly, He quotes a Rhyme to the ſace 
of Chrilt, called;che Zerpnice... Bur be- 
, cauſe this was no-part-af any Ecclefiaſti- 
.cal Offices for which the Church might 
be juſt}y:thaught reſponſible, he teares a 
piece.'of 'a Hymn, out, of the Brevt ary, 
which he. preſeots under the. Ile of A 
oY | 


_ 
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blind devotion. 0 crux, ave hes: wnichh 
buc paſſions tempore z auge - piis Juſtifiams 
reiſque dona veniam. | Then he runs divi- 
ſion upon this Text, .in-this fort; 'Thisg 
ſays he, muft ſound very wildly and extra- 
vagantly to any ſenſible Bar.. © And. yet the 
invoking any Saint before his image; for aid 
and ſaccour ( the image bearing the name 
and repreſentation of the Saint) with eyes 
gnd hanas lift up to it, ts as arrant talk. 
ing with a ſenſleſs Hock, or 4 ftonezas this, 
and as groſs a piece of. Idolatry. If .you 
had bur added ore clauſe more Mr. Door, 
which is every. whit as well grounded as 
your own, you had done your deed, and 
changed your calumny againſt us into 
blaſphemy againſt God : tor, as you ſay, 
The invoking any Saint befere his Image fe 
aid and ſuccour,(the Image bearing the name 
and repreſentation of the Saint) with eyes 
and bands lift up to it, is as arrant talking 
with a ſenſleſs 3tock or - ſtone, as thu : So 
might you have added with no leſs colour, 
of truthz Thar invoking Almighty God \ 
before the Ark of the Covenant, .( the # 
Ak beiog bur a ftzure or ſymbolical pre- 
ſene2,and of Wood, and þad in it the = 
0 


ac 


k 
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of wrdy, ud the Tables of the Cove 
pant). with-eyes and hands lift up to-ity 


was as arrant talking with: a ſenſleſs tock 
or ſtone; as this which you objec againſt 


- the Worſhip of Images. As for the 


Charches Hymn, 0 crux ave ſþes. wnica 
I recommend to the DoRor this-follows 
ing Text of the Apoftle,. 1 Cor. 1. 18, 
For the preaching of the Croſs is to them 
that periſh, fooliſhneſs, but unto us which are 
ſaved, it is the power of God. Where the 
Crols is figuratively taken for the Perſon 
crucified,which is Chriſt the Power of God, 
expreſly ſo called, v. 24+ of the: lame 


Chapter. Wherefore 'as thoſe, who 


preach the Croſs, may. by an ealy-trope 
be ſaid to Preach Ghriſt crucified : So, 
allow but charity for Interpreter , . and 
thoſe who ſpeak to the croſs, may with- 
out ſcruple be ſuppoſed to ſpeak, frgura- 
tively ro Chriſt crucihed, So that the 
ſame interpretation which clears the A+ 
; 'noſtle, will 

© apoſtrophe to Chriſt crucified (under the 
&Titlc of the Crols) ſhall paſs for canoni- 
cal; as long as this, and ſuch like Texts, 
ſhall continue in being, to pattern and 
. " "Eh Patronize 


= - we. A. a Gatos 


abſolve the Church; and her 


. oo 
pittonize the expreſſion. And 1 

end. with this parallel of the Ap6ftle's 
Text; 'that as the preaching of the Croſs, 
pave addreſs (7 _ Croſs) is to —_ that 
eriſh; fooliſhneſs ; but to us it is the power 
" God, and: wiſdome of God. f 


- - 
; . IE + « FF) 
SO REO 
234 : 
© 
oy 
- 
. » i 
- 


% — ———. hh 


—— —_— ” * w 


Fhe Laſt Seton. 


Concluding with an Anſwer tothe 
DoGtorss laſt Chapter ! 


THe Door concludes his Treatiſe 
| with a hearty and vehement Ex- 
| hortation to all Men, that have a- 
ny ſerious regard to their falvation, to 
beware how they be drawn into the com- 
munion of the Church of Rome. So that 
this Chapter may be fitly entitled, Door 
Taylour Revived 3 or a ſecond Diffuaſive 
from Popery. But after a different Mes \ 
thod : for Do&or Taylouy is a Perſon of © \ 
a more refined and plaufible infinuation : 


4 ſmooth tongue and oyly expreſſion,cloa* 


king his many and great difingenuiries, 
with fair glozing words, and an affetire 
EI Krain | 


Krainof Scripture-phraſe, pretending'to - 


the power 'of godlineſs. Bur Dr. More 
_ is. 4 Polemical manof.a quite different 


_ gemper» | His fiery zeal wears no mak + 


His diſputing is open railing z and his 
Arguments blufring.words ;. not always 
too much concerned whether true or 


falſe.Witheſs the Contents of this Chap- 


ter ; whereof I ſhall give my Reader a 
brief Extra&,drawn up in form of a Ho- 
mily, yet if! the:Doctor's own words, 
and charitable Diale&t.. Thus then be- 
gins the Diſſnaſive. 

. ©Deatly beloved ; It is demonſtrated 
©as clear as noon-light in this prefent 
*diſcourſe, that the Church of Rome' are 
- *Idolaters. And therefore come out of 

* her my People, thar ye be not partakers 

© of her {ins,and receive.not of her plagues, 
© Be not deceived, ſays the Apoſtle, 1Cor. 
£ 6.9, neither Fornicators, nor Idolaters 

© ſhall inherir the Kingdom of God. And 
4» *thoſe of the Church of Rome are bound 
' to. continue Idolaters, as.long as,thcy 


F w= live, or elſe to tenounce their Churchs 


and therefore they ace, bound ro,be dam- 
*ncd, by adhcaring to.the Roman Church, 
I unleſs 


(97) od 
Unleſs they conld live in it forever. But 
* becauſe ſome Proteſtants have declared 
* for the poſſibility of ſalvation in the RKo- 
"wiſh Church, this piece of charity, in 
© ſome of our party, they turn to the fen= 
'Cihg off all imputation of idolatry from 
' themſelves,arguing thus : That no Ido- 
' laters can be ſ,ved: bur thoſe in the Ro- 
* miſh Church may be ſaved,according to 
| | © thoſe Proteſtants Opiniony theretore 
* | ©thoſe in the Romiſh Church' are no Ido* 
Haters. But thoſt afſuredly'in that ſome 
4 | * of our Churchdo ſay they may be ſaved, 
* lipon a fingere and hearty implicit re- 
' pentance of all their ſins, ( wherein they 
f -Anclude the idolatries and all other miſ- 
« | © carriages, which they knew not thems 
' ſelves guilty of, by reafon of the blind 
* mifintruRtions of their Church)no more 
* is given them by this, then thus z vi4, 
4 | Thac they are ſaved by diſowning of, and 
4 | -diſmembring themſelves from the Ro- 
* man Church, as "much as ir ts in their 
* power ſo to do, and by bitterly repenr- 
x ' ing them that, they were cver of that 
' Church,as ſuch and by being ſo mind- 
"ed; that if they did know what a cor- 
oy: rupt 


\ 


iN ” 
do 
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*rupt Church it is, thay. would forth- 
with ſeparate from it.--- In which-poſi- 
© tton, if there were any truth, it. will 
* reach the honeſt-minded Pagans as well; 

"I conclude therefore with 
* Afoc. 2,13, © the Spirit of truth in the 


* divine Oracles, declaring” 


' theSee of Rome the leat* 
a) 4p AID! * of Satan, & their Church 
 ©(a) his Synagogue ; The 
(b) Apoc. 2, « Pope i (- Clergy (b) 
| 13» 14+ ©to be Balaam the don; 
" BoFor,who loved the wa- 
(c) Lpoc. 2. ' ges of Unrighteoulſneſs, 
| 20, *and who was the mur- 
© therer of Chriſt's faith- 
' ful Martyr Antipasy To be (c) that Wo» 
© man Fezabel, who calls her ſelf a Pro- 
* phetel(s, bur was indeed a Sorcereſs,and 
"a murtherer of-the true Prophets of the 
<Lord; To be alfo thar 
4,04) eApoc.g, * falle | rophert (4) that: is 
fl * 20, © to betaken alive» and caſt 
, \ into the Lake of Fire and 
=< Brimſtone, To be that great City, that 
* ſpiritually is call'd. Sodora 
(e)Apoc.11.8 *aid Egypt acre = 
| ' Lor 
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*Eord was crucificd, To be the Beaſt that 


_ *has the Horns of a Lamb' 


$(f) but the voice-of a (tf) Apor.13, 
* Dragon, decreeing Ido. II, 
©latries and cruel Perſecu- | 
© tions againſt God's Peo- (2) Apor.17. 
©ples To be that Babylon | 
© the great (g) the Mother of Harlots and 
© abominations of the Earth. 

'This is mellifluous Dr, Iore's (weert 
harangue, with « long-winded, &«c. too 


tedious to be inſerted here, Now I would 
' gladly know-whar there is in all this dif- - 


courſe,' which an ingetuous Son of the 
Chirch of Zzglazd will not be heartily 
aſhamed of, and eyen bluſh for the Do- 
Qor's ſake. Here is, I confels, ftout rail» 
ing, difingenuity more than is neceſſary 
for a Doctor , and an ill-grounded and 
ſ{chiſmatical diſcourſe,even 


admitting a Proteſtant Do- Mr.Thorndiſte 


air for Umpire inthe caſe. i» his juits 


As for our Do&or's dex- Wetzhts , and” 
tertty in the leained Sci» Meaſures, 
ence af railing, I envy tt 

notz nor hath the Church of -England any 
great reaſon to glory init: For.ſhe may 
_— H 2 rem<m- 


» 
any 
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remember but too well, that jn the black 
days of the late apoſtacy, when loyalty 
lay a gafping,and Religious Rebellion firſt 
took poſleſhon of the Pylpig, ſhe felt the 
ſmart of this language her ſelf, whilſt he 


was looked upon as the 'beſt Man, and 


the greateſt Servant of the Lord, who 
knew how to Curſe Meroz the loudeſt s 
And there are nor wanting in this Nation, 
thoſe who can find a Rome in Englavd, to 
make Meroz of it when they pleaſe. 

Bur his great diſingenuity, in averring 
ſo peremptorily that no Progeſtants allow 
us a poſſibility of Salvatioh, but only in 
cale of ſuch a repentance, as- implies an 
abſolute renunctation of our Religion,and 
ifs idolattous do@rines and praftiſes, by 
diſowning of,and diſmembring our ſe]ves 
from the Roman Church this I ſay, will 
ſcarce appear pardonable in the eyes of 
tis Fellow- Do@ors : For, Firſt, Arch- 


Biſhop Lawd.in his Fam'd Relation, $1135" 
 / expreſly grants us this Poſhbility of Sal- 


_ vations - and: to clear himfelf, and ſhew 
hat he is not alone, ke cites, Biſhop Ab- 


bot Hal, Hooker, Field, and others, as cons * 


curring with him in the ſame Opinion ; 
bh. and 
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and. this without any ſuch renunciztion 
of. our Religion, as the Door pretends yg, 
or diſowning and diſmembring our ſelves 
fram- the Reman Church. I cannot paſs 
by Mr. Hooker's remarkable _ expreſſion 
upon this Subje&, in his diſcourle of Ju+ 
ſtificatian, $ 17, For my part, ſays he, 1 


| dare not deny the poſſibility of their ſalva* 


tton, who have been the chiefeſt inſtruments 
of onrs, Secandly, Befides the Arch-Bi- 
ſhop, and the above mentioned Doors , 


Dr, Potter, Dr. Hammond,and others glo- 
ry much of the charitable Principles of ' 


the Church of England, and object wint 
of charity to us,for maintaining,that Pro- 
teftancy unrepented deſtroys oalvation. 
Now it the Objedors ſhould retaliate, 
and ſay that Popery unrepented deſtroys 
Salvation, 1 rs willingly be inſtru- 
Qed by Dr. More wherein lies the charity 
and moderation they boaſt of, Thirdly, 


Nathing is more current amongſt them,? 
when they arc prefſed with the crime of 
Schiſm, then to return the charge upon Lg 


us, from other grounds : Saying, that as 
the Donatiſts and Lucifcrians were,ſo we 
are >chiſmatiques, jn cutting off from 


H 3 ” the 


d 
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we I 
the Boly of Chriſt, and the” Hope of 


_ . Salvation, other Churches from which we 


| aredivided in Communion. Whence is 
evidently inferred, that thoſe who make 
this Objection, cannot cut us off from 
the hope of Salvation, unleſs they mean 


Y . 
rv Evacuate the torce of their own proof, 


and fall in'o the Pit, which they had dig- 
ged for their Neighbours. Laſtly, Where- 
as Dc. More makes the pretended Ido- 
latries of the Church of Rome the ground 
of his difſuaſtve from Popery : That this 
Method of arguing is ablolutely ſchiſma. 
tical (even allowing the caſe to be ballan- 
ced in Dr. Thorndike's Juſt Weights, and 
ruled according to his Meaſures)Dr: More 
may find abundant fatisfadtion in the firſt 
Chaprer of the aboveſaid T reariſe. 

'* But, in regard I have mentioned fo 
Eminent a Perſon, and Member of the 
Church of Zxeland, as Dr. Thorndike, 1 
7 fhall make bold to turn him into the I ts, 
againſt Dr, More. 'The antitheſis of their 


tzzdodttrines is very remarkable z for they 


fun diamctricalily oppoſite-one to anothe -. 
D:{Mere affirms the Worſhip of the Hoſt 
in the Papacy to be Idolatry, Dr. Thorns 

| 2% 55 dike 


an 
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dike (ch.19.) denies the Worſhip of the 
Hoſt in the Papacy to be Idolatry, . De. 
HMore holds that the placing and reveren- 
cing Images ig Churches, is Idolatry. Dr. 
Thorndike (ch.19.) holds that the placing 
and reverencing Images in Churches, is 
not Idolatry. Dr. More will have-In- 
vocation of Saints to be inexcuſable Ido- 
latry. Dr. Thorndike ( ch.16, ) excults 
Invocation of Saints from Idolatry. Laſtly, 
Dr. More exhorts all Mcn to ſeparate from 
the Church of Romcs as Idolaters. Bur 
Dr. Thorndike (chap.1.) avows to all the 
World, that thoſe who ſeparate from the 
Church of Rome, as Idolaters, are there- 
by ſchiſmatiques before God, When the 
two Dottors are fully agreed upon theſe 
Points, Dr, More ſhall hear more trom me, 
if he defires1t. In the mean time. I ſhall 


entre 't him to reſpit my Pen for ſome os 
cher Imployment, v 
- b, 
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Px 7. line 10s for where read There, pag. 9. 1; wit. for 
fare rv. bare. P.14.1.5.t gene. r. gint. p. 17, |, 1, 


ſearce, r. ſcarce. ps 324 b. 9. f. iheaky, r, Feakers, 


